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Martis, 21" die Martii, 1804. 



Names of the Members of the Select Committee appciinted to try and determine the 
matter of the Petitions complaining of an undue Election and Keturn for the Borough of 
Dungarvan : 

Henry James Baillic, Esq. I Captain Gladstone. 

Honourable Henry Brand. I William Philip Price, Esq. 

Chairman, Right Hon. JosErn Napier. 



Mercurii, 22 “ die Martii, 1854. 

Ordered, “ That the Petition.? relative to the said Election be referred to the Committee. 

Ordei'ed, "That the Committee do meet to-morrow, in one of the Committee-rooms of 
the House, at the hour of Twelve, at noon.” 



REPORT - P- 

PROCEEDINGS OF THE COMMmEE 

MINUTES OF EVIDENCE - - p- i 

INDEX 
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R E P O R T. 



Mr. Napier, from tlie Scloct, Committee appointed to try and determine tlie 
matter of the Petitions of William Henry Gregory, complaining of an undue 
Election and Reluvu lor the Borough of Dungarvaii, informed The House, that 
the Committee had detemiiiied : — 

“ That John Francis Maguire, Esquire, is duly elected a Burgess to serve in 
this present Parliament for the said Borough of Dungarvan.” 

Mr. Napier, from the said Select Committee, further informed The House, that 
the Committee had agreed to the following Resolutions i — 

“ That it was proved to the Committee, that a supper given after the Election 
of 1852, on the evening of the day of polling, was ordered by the Agents of Mr. 
Maguire previous to the Election, and afterwards paid for by Iiini, and of which 
several of the persons who voted for Mr. Maguire partook. 

“ That it did not appear to the Committee that this supper was given for the 
purpose of corruptly iulluencirig or corruptly rewarding any Voter or other 
person. 

“ That previous to and during the Election of 1852, several tierces of porter 
were ordered and paid for by Janies Boland, and supplied for the use of the 
tenants and voters on difierent towiilands, wlto were Uie friends and supporters 
of Mr. Maguire, and that the same James Boland was the person principally 
eutnisted with the payment of the expenses of the Election on behalf of 
Mr. Maguire. 

“ That the ordei*, payment, and supply of this porter, were without the know- 
ledge of Mr. Maguire, and neither authorized nor knowingly allowed by him. 

“ That from the proceedings before the (’ommittco, they think it right to draw 
the attention of The House to the unsatisfactory state of the law with regal'd to 
the withdrawal of Petitions which have been presented against iSitting Members, 
and the jurisdiction of the Committee to inquire into charges of Bribery and 
Treating at an Election previous to that which is ilirectly in issue. It appears 
that a Petition against an Election for this Borougli in 1852, and intended 
to have been prosecuted, and including, amongst other charges, Bribery and 
Treating, was presented, and afterwards witlidra"n, without any fraudulent 
purpose, but upon a private arrangement not sanctioned by law j and the 
effect of this compromise has been to compel the Committee in this inquiry 
to enter upon a limited and unsatisfactory examination of the allegations 
in the Petition referred to them ; the existing law (as tbi-y have considei^d) 
only enabling them to investigate charges of corrupt Treating at the first 
Election, but compelling them to exclude evidence of acts of Bribery as contra- 
distinguished from corrupt 'i'reating. It appears to the Committee that, under 
the special circumstances, they were bound to limit their inquiry to charoes 
falling within the 22d section of the 5th and 6th Victoria, cap. 102, which is 
confined to corrupt Treating, and the confusion and contradiction of the deci- 
sions of other Committees, as to the question of agency and consequent liability 

J62, a 2 
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nf the nrincipal in cases of Treating, rendered )t still more embarrassing for the 
rommtee to deal with the Evidence in this case, when the effect of their deci- 
dminvolves a disability during the remainder of the present Parliament. 



“ That it appeared to the Committee that the disability created by the peculiar 
lano-iiane of the 22 d section of the 5th and 6th Victoria was intended to be imposed 
onlvin the cases in which the Candidate, by his own aet, his own suggestion, 
his intentional allowance, or unequivocal adoption, made himsell a party or privy 
to the act of corrupt Treating.” 



31 March 1854. 
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proceedings of the committee. 



Jovis, 23 “ die Martii, 1864 . 



Names of the Members called over ; all present. 



The Committee deliberated, and agreed to the following Resolutions : — 

1. “ That Counsel will not be allowed to go into matters not referred to in their opening 
statement without a special application to the Committee for permission to do so. 

2. “ That if costs be demanded by either party, under the 11 k 12 Viet. c. 98, the ques- 
tion must be raised immediately after the decision on that particular case, unless the Com- 
mittee shall otherwise decide. 

3. “ That the Committee expect that, with respect to cases of bribery, which it is intended 
to bring home to the Sitting Member, or his agents, the Counsel for the Petitioner will now 
state the names of the electors bribed, and those of the persons who actually gave the 
bribes. 



4. “ The Committee, however, reserve to themselves a power, upon the special application 
of counsel, to proceed with any case which tends to inculpate any piincipal or agent, the 
knowledge of which case has been brought out before the Committee in the progress or the 
investigation, and of the circumstances of which the parties could not be reasonably sup- 
posed to have been previously cognizant. 

5. That with respect to treating, the Committee will expect counsel to state the times 
and places where such treating is alleged to have taken place. 

6. “ The Committee however, reserve to themselves a discretionary power, as in cases of 
bribery, 

7. “ That no person shall be examined as a witness who shall have been rootn 

during any of the proceedings (with tire exception of the agents whose names s a 

in), without special leave of the Committee.*' 



Parties informed of the above Resolutions. 

Two Petitions of William Henry Gregory, a candidate, complaining of the undue election 
and return of J^hn Francis Maguire, for the Borough of Bungarvan, were rea 

Counsel for the Petitioner, Mr. Edwin James, Q. C., Mr. Huddleslme, Mr. Hale. 

Agents, Messrs. Holmes k; Co., and Mr. Mackniven, 

Counsel for the Sitting Member, Mr. Rmoe, Q. G, Mr. D. Keane, Mr. SuUivan. 

Agents, Messrs. Crean and Cruse, and Mr. Pierce Filrgerald. 

Mr. James opened the case on behalf of the Petitioner and stated 
to give evidence of transactions which took place at and with reference p 
tion for the borough in 1862. 

Mr. Emoe objected that it was not competent to Mr. James to take the course proposed. 

Mr. James was heard in answer to the objection. 

Mr. Howe was heard in reply. 

Room cleared. 

The Committee deliberated. 



Motion made and question proposed, “That the Counsel took 

into evidence in support of the allegations in the peptions, . renderins- the Silting 

■Jlaceat the election in 1863, whiSh are charged m ^ 

Member incapacitated and ineligible to serve m th^ prese __/yAe Chairman ) 

IS a candidate, or entitled to be returned at the last election in 1853. -iThe Llcrman.) 



into evidence m support of the allegations in me rpnH<»rmcp the Silting 

place at tbe election in 1863, whiSh are charged m ^^lified 

Member incapacitated and ineligible to serve m th^ . v 



Question put. The Committee divided : — 
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Ayes, 4. 

Mr. Price. 

Mr. Bmrd. 

Mr. Niijiier. 
Coptaiu Gladstone. 



No. 1. 
Mr. Baillie. 



Resolved “ That the Counsel for the I'etilioncr be allowed to "o into evidence in support 
of the a!leeutioiis in the petitions rdativc to transactions vvhicli took place at the election in 
185“’, which are charged in the petitions us rciKlcrinp; tlic bitting Member incapacitated and 
ineligible to serve in this present Pavliimieiil. and iioi qualified as a candidate, or entitled to 
he returned at tlie last election in 18r,3.” 

Parties called in, and informed of the above Resolution. 



[Adjourned till To-morrow, at Eleven o’clock. 



VcncHs, 24" die Mat lii, Ibfld,, 



Names called over; Members ail present. 

The short-band writer was sworn by the Chairman. 

James Richard Naylor, Chief Clerk in the Crown Ollico, sworn, and examined by Mr. 
Hale- produced writ and return relative to the election for the borough of l‘)imgarvan held 
in 1852. and also writ and return relative to the election Cur the same borough held in 1853. 

Chrisloyher Fitssimoji, Clerk of the Crown ami Ilanapi'r in Ireland, sworn, aiHl examined 
by Mr. James-, handed in three poll-books for the eleeiion of 18f)2 (br the borough of 
Bungarvaii, and two poll-books for the election iii 185:5 lor the said borough. 

Jeremiah Kelly, sworn, and examined l>y Mr. James. 

The Witness having answered a question ]Hit by Mr. James, relative to an act of bribery 
alleged to have been committed at the election held in 185-2, 

Mr. Rowe objected to the answer appearing on llie notes, on the ground that the resolu- 
tion agreed to by the Committee yesterday cmild only be. acted oii with regard treatiii^-, 
but that alleged acts of bribery could riot be considered on the issue joined before this 
Committee. 

Mr. James was heard in answer to the objection. 



Mr. Rowe was heard in lepiy. 

Room cleared. Committee deliberated. 

Resohed, “ That the Counsel for the Petitioner proceed with ovidrace to cslablisli the 
charge of corrupt treating at the election of 1852, and that_ the consideration qt t le a mi 
sibility of evidence as to the charges of bribery at that election be reserved until t le pai 
the case as to treating be first heard, and that the last answer of the Witness be expung , 
as at present not admissible.” 

Parties called in, and informed of the above Resolution. 



Jroy, sworn ; examined by Mr. Juwjcs. 

On the following question being put, “ Was there drink on the table ? Mr. 
objected, and contended that as agency had not yet been established, the ques i 
not be put. 



Mr. James was heard in answer to the objection. 



The Committee overruled tlie objection. 

Examination of the Witness continued ; cross-examined by Mr. Rowe. 

Pa^ick Fitzgerald, sworn; examined by Mr. James-, cross-examined by Mi- Fo 

[Adjourned till To-morrow, at Eleven o’clock. 
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Sabhati, 25 ® die Martii, 1854 . 



Names called over ; Members all present. 

Mary Power sworn, examined by Mr. James. 

On Mr James putting tlie question “ When did you tell him that ? ” Mr. Rowe objected 
th^ this 'question was against the intenti;m of the Resolution agreed to yesterday by the 
ConimiUee. 

Mr. James was heard in support of the question. 

The Committee over-ruled Mr. Rowe’s objection. 

Examination of the Witness continued. Cross-examined by Mr. Rowe. 

Eliza Currai sworn, examined by Mr. James. 

Patrick Fitzgerald recalled, and fiiriher examined by Mr. James, and by Mr. liuddlestone. 
James Bj/rne sworn. 

Mr. /ames was proceeding to examine him, when Mr. Rowe objected that the Witness had 
been in the room during the coui’se of the proceedings. 

Mr. James argued that he was entitled to examine the Witness. 

The room was cleaved. 

Committee deliberated. 

Resolved, That tlie Witne-ss having been in tlie room during a part of the examination 
of the other Witnesses, is not couiiicteiit to be examined. 

Parties called in, and informed of sucli resolution. 

The Committee ordei-ed that all the documents and papers in the custody of 
Etzserald, junior, aiul of Cutharme Curreen I'elating to the elections for 18.52 and 1853 
respectively, or either of them, for the borough of Dungavvan, and accounts between 
Patrick Fitzgerald, jimioi-, and Mr. Lane, brewer, of Cork, should be laid before the 

CoBimittee. . , , , i 

[Adjourned to Monday next, at Twelve o clock. 



Lunm, 27 ® die Martii, 1864 . 



Names of the Members called over j all present. 

Edmund 0‘FUm-tji sworn, examined by Mr. Huddltstone \ cross-exammed by Mr. 
Rowe. 



Captain John Green, a Member of the House, swoni. 

Mr. Huddleslone slated lie had called the Witness, in order that Counsel for the Sitting 
Member might cross-examine, if they thought proper so to do. 

nomas Baker, sworn, examined by Mr. Muddlestone ; cross-e.xainined by Mr. 
Sullivan. 

George Ilmry Moore, a Member of the House, sworn, examined by Mr. Muddlestone ; 
eross-exaa,i„ed by Mr. SuUivan. [Adjoamed till To-morrow, at Eleven. 



Martis, 28 ® die Martii, 1864 . 



Names of the Members called over ; all present. 

Mr. Huddlestons applied to the Committee for leave to examine qP the 

Mr. O^Flaherty, in reference to the evidence that had been given on the subject ot ta 
compromise. 

Room cleared.- 



Committee deliberated. 

Tbs Committee decided on acceding to the application of Mr. Budddestone. 

Captain John. GV«», a Member of The House, examined iy Mr. Buddlntone ■, cross- 
exammed by Mr. Sullivan. Edmund 

i6a. U4 
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Edmund O'Flakernj, further examined by the Committee. 

Thomas Knoa Holmes, sworn; examined by the Committee. 

.Uhu Francis Maguire, the Sitting Member for the Borough of Dungarvan, sworn; 
examined by the Committee. 

;« ^nriDovt of his ricl't to go into evidence to establish the charges 
of brtaTalleTei to P‘““ 



Mr. liowc was heard in reply. 
Room cleared. 



[Adjourned till To-morrow, at Twelve o’clock. 



Mercurii, 29 ° die Marlii, 1864 . 



Names of the Members called over; all present. 



Room cleared. 

^ short-hand writer, who attended in place of the one previously aellng, was sworn by 



the Chairman. 

T> 7 .1 nTb.,t (be Counsel for tiro Petitioner is not at liberty to go into evidence to 
est"e ctoges of „^“ot bribery with money, alleged to have taken place at the 
election, of 1852.” 



Henry Seymour Pratt, sworn, and examined by Mr. Huddlestone. 
The Witness produced certain papers and books. 

Patrick FiagtraU, further examined by Mr. Huddlestone. 



Eliza Curm, further examined by Mr. James. 

[Adjourned till To-morrow, at Eleven o’clock. 



Jovis, 30 " die Marlii, 1854 . 



Names of the Members called over ; all present. 

Mr. Huddlestone summed up tire case on behalf of the Petitioner. 
Mr. Rome addressed the Committee on behalf of the Sitting Member. 
Room cleaved. 



Committee deliberated. 

The Committee decided on further examining Mr. Maguire, the Sitting Mem er. 

Parties called in, and informed thereof. 

MriJames applied to the Committee for leave to cross-examine the Witness. 

The Committee decided that any question Mr. James had to ask the Witness, must P 
through the Committee. 

Jolsn Franei, Maguire, a Member of The House, examined h, the Committee. 

Room cleared. 

Committee deliberated. . . ^ 

Motion made, and question put, '‘That J°l» F™™ M“g 
Burgess to serve in this present Parliament for the Borough of D o 
miltee divided :i— 



Ayes, 3, 

- Captain Gladstone. 
Mr. Baillie. 

Mr. Napier. 



Noes, 2. 
Mr. Price. 
Mr. Brand. 



thU 



Resolved, 1. “That John Francis Maguire, Esq. is duly elected a Burgess to serve m 
present Parliament for the Borough of Dungarvan.” 
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Parties called in, and informed thereof. 

5Ir Rowe stated that it was his intention to*morrow to apply for costs, with reference to 



e aliegation as to want of qualification. 



[Adjourned till To-morrow, at Eleven o’clock. 



Veneris, 31 “ die Martii, 1864 . 



Names of the Members called over ; all present. 

Mr. Rowe stated that since the adjournmeirt of the Committee, and on further consultation 
with his clients, it was not his intention to apply for costs. 

Mr. James applied to the Committee under the 87th section of the 11 k 12 Viet., c. 98, 
to report to The House that they had examined the Sitting Member without allowing the 
Counsel for the Petitioner an opportunity of cross-examining or contradicting him. 



Committee deliberated. 

Resolved, 2. “ That it was proved to the Committee that a supper given after the election 
of 1852 , on the evening of the day of polling, was ordered by the agents of Mr. Maguire pre- 
vious to the election, and afterwards paid for by iiim, and of which several of the persons 
who voted for Mr. Maguire partook.’^ 

Motion made and question put, “ That it appeared to the Committee that this supper was 
given for the purpose of corruptly influencing, or corruptly rewarding any voter or other 
person.”— (Mr. Price.) Committee divided: — 

Ayes, 2. Noes, 3, 

Mr. Price. Captain Gladstone. 

Mr. Brand. Mr. Baiilie. 

Mr. Napier. 

Resolved, 3. “ That it did not appear to the Committee that this supper was given for the 
purpose of corruptly iiifluencing or corruptly rewarding any voter or other person.” 

Resolved, 4. “ That previous to and during the election of 1852 several tierces of porter 
were ordered and paid for by James Boland, and supplied for the use of the tenants and 
voters on different townlands, who were the friends and supporters of Mr. Maguire, and 
that the said James Boland was the person principally entrusted with the payments of the 
expenses of the election on behalf of Mr. Maguire.” 

Motion made, and question put, “Tliat the order, payment, and supply of this porter were 
without the knowledge of Mr. Maguire, and neither authorised or knowingly allowed by 
him.” The Committee divided : — 

Ayes, 3. Noes, 2. 

Captain Gladstone. Mr. Price. 

Mr. Baiilie. Mr. Brand. 

Mr. Napier. 

Resolved, 5. “ That the order, payment, and supply of this porter were without the know- 
ledge ofMr, Maguire, and neither authorized or knowingly allowed by him.” 

Resolved, 6. “ That from the proceedings before the Committee, they think it right to draw 
the attention of The House to the unsatisfactory state of the law with regard to the vvithdrawal 
of petitions which have been presented against Sitting Members, and the jurisdiction of the 
Committee to inquire into charges of bribery and treating at an election jpreviqus to that 
which is directly in issue. It appears that a Petition against an election for this borough 
in 1862, and intended to have been prosecuted, and including, arnongst other charps. 
Bribery and Treating, was presented, and afterwards withdrawn, without any frpdulent 
purpose, but upon a private arrangement not sanctioned by; law; and the effect of this com- 
promise has been to compel the Committee in this inquiry to enter upon a limited and 
unsatisfactoiy examination of the allegations in the Petition referred to them; the^istmg 
law (as they have considered) only enabling them to invt stigate charges of corrupt treating 
at the first election, but compelling them to exclude evidence of acts of Bnbery p contra- 
distinguished from corrupt Treating. It appears to the Committee that, under the special 
circumstances, they were bound to limit their inquiry to charges falling within the 22 d 
section of the 5th & 6th Victoria, cap. 102, which is confined to corrupt Ireatmg, and the 
confusion and contradiction of the decisions of other Committees, as to the question ot 
agency and consequent liability of the principal in cases of Treating, rendwed it still more 
embarrassing for the Committee to deal with the evidence m this case, when the effect ot 
their decision involves a disability during the remainder of the present Parliament, 

Motion made, and question put, “That it appeared to Ibe Committee that the disability . 
created by the pecnlia? language of the 22 d^ section of the 6th k 6th Vict., was intended to 
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lie imoosed onlv in the cases in which the Candidate by his own act, his own suggestion, his 
totentional allowance, or unequivocal adoption, made himself a party or privy to the act of 
corrupt Treating.” The Committee divided: 



Ayes, S. 
Captain Gladstone. 
Mr. Baillie. 

Mr. Napier. 



Noes, 2. 
Mr. Price. 
Mr. Brand. 



Tfesohed 7 “ That it appeared to the Committee that the disability created by the peculiar 
Kn’Vnao-e of the 22d section of the 5th & Gth Viet, was intended to be imposed only in the 
ra is ii! which the Candidate by his own act, bis own sugj^estion, hi.s intentional allowance, 
or unequivocal adoption, made himself a party or privy to tlie act of corrupt Treating.” 

Ordered, To Report Resolution No. a of 30 March, and Resolutions Nos. 2, .3, 4, 5, G and 
7 of this day, to Tlie House. 



LIST OF WITNESSES. 



Vcjieris, 24 " die Martii, 1854 . 

James Richard Naylor, Esq. _ _ - - 

Christopher Fitzsimon, Esq. . _ - - 

Jeremiah Kelly - 

Michael Troy ------ 

Patrick Welsh Fitzgerald 

Sahhati, 25 " die Hartii, 1854 . 

Mary Power 

Eliza Curren ------- 

Patrick Welsh Fitzgerald 

James Byrne - " 

Mr. M‘Nevin ■ 

Lunce, 27 ° dk Marlii, 1864 . 

Edmund O’Flaherty, Esq. - - , - 

Thomas Baker, Esq. ------ 

George Henry Moore, Esq., m. p. 

Martis, 28 " dk Marlii, 1854 . 
Captain John Greene, m. p. 

Edmund O’Flaherty, Esq. - - - - - 

Thomas Knox Holmes, Esq. - - - - 

John Francis Maguire, Esq., m. p. - - - 

Mercurii, 29 ° die Marlii, 1854 . 

Mr. Henry Seymour Pratt - - - 

Eliza Curren ------- 

Patrick Welsh Fitzgerald - - - - - 

Jwis, 30 " dk Marlii, 1864 . 
John Francis Maguire, Esq., m. p. - - - 



- p. 2 

- P- 3 

- P- 4 

- p. 5 
■ P-13 



- P- 25 

- p. 32 

- p- 47 

- - p. .70 

- p. 51 



- p. 52 
- pp. 70- 78 

- p- 70 



■ P-79 

- p. 84 

- p- 85 

- p. 85 



. p.88 

pp. 8 q. 108 

^ - p.89 



. p. 10 ^ 
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Jovis, 2.'i* (lie Martii, 1854 . 



MEMHKUS FRfiSENT. 



The Right Hon. .ToHoph Na{)i(>r. 
Mr. Henry Jainc.s Buillic. 

The Hoji. Henry Brand. 



Captain Gladstone. 

Mr. William Phillip PHce. 



The Rioht H„n. josijph NAMER, ™ Cutn. 



PETITION of William limn/ (hcgm-i/, coniplaiiiing of an undue elec- 
tion and return for the horoiigdi of Jhing-arviiii, read. 

Counsel, Mdwin Jamca^ Mr. Iluddlextone^ and Mr. P. Hall. 

Agents, Messrs. Holmes, Anlou Sf Tiiri/lmll, and Mr. Mnckimn. 

Agents, Messrs. Crem f,- Cruse, and Mr. Pinxe Fitzgerald. 

The Cmmiikc agreed to tire following Resolutions 

tn ; J’jf ‘ J">1 he allowed to go into matters not refei-red 

CoZi “Pplieation to the 

Ijomnnttec for perimssion to do so. ‘ ‘ 

'“‘i '’.V “'her party, under the II & 1-2 

on ririt “t ’?*' >'"*<•<' immediately after the decision 

that par ticuhir case, miless the Coiim.ittcc shall otherwise decide. 

e.xpect, that with nspect to cases of bribery, 
th rZ “ lieme to the Sitting Memlier, or his agents, 

hrih,.,l i i / "">1 now stale the names of the electors 

eu, ami those of the person.s who actmdly gave the bribes. 

snon,'!Z however, reserve to themselves a power, under the 

iZi,,. “PPimntioii ol Counsel, to ))roceed with any case which tends to 
brnno-iZ P^mcipal or agent, the knowledge of which case has been 
witl. llm Committee in tire progress of the investigation, 

simr, ‘^"'““’"^hiiiccs ot wliich the parties could not be reasonably 
supposed to have been previously cognh/ant. ^ 

to ’’uspuet to treating, the Committee will expect Counsel 

*ahcn plac places where such treating is alleged to have 

na„, Committee, however, reserving to themselves a discretionary 
power, as in cases of briberv. 

<( 'T'l . 

lieen ■ tl ° ®*'oll ho examined as a witness who shall have 

the A™'. ‘''"'ing any of the proceedings, with tlie exception of 

of the cZ' . shall be handed in, without the special leave 

) 2 . 

A Mr. 



2.'j Marcli 1854. 
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Much 1854. 



J. JJ. Naylor, Esq. 
24 March 1854. 



MI^^UTES OF EVIDENCE taken before SRhECT COMMITTEE 

Mr. James was heard to open the case on behalf of the Petitioner. 

The room was cleared. 

After some time the parties were called in, when 

The Chamnan informed the parties that the Committee desired to hear 
CouQ=el upon the question whether it was competent to the Committee to 
inquire into cases of bribery or treating in connexion with the election of 
1852. 

Mr. Rowe was heard to address the Committee against the competency of 
the Committee to inquire into cases of bribery or treating in connexion with 
the election of 1852. 

Mr. /flineswas heard in favour of the competency of the Committee to 
inquire into such cases. 

Mr. Rowe was beard in reply. 

The room was cleared. 

After some time Counsel, Agents, and Parties were called in. and in- 
formed that, 

The Comnittee had decided that the Counsel for the Petitioners be allowed 
to eo into evidence in support of the allegations of the Petitiou relative to 
tralsaetious which took place at the election for 1852, which are eliarged m 
the Petition as rendering the Sitting Member incapacitated and ineligible to 
serve in this present Parliament, and not qualified as a candidate, or entitled 
to be returned at the last election in 1853. 

[Adjourned to To-morrow, at Eleven o’clock. 



Veneris, 24® die Martii, 1854. 



MEMBEKS PRESENT. 

The Risht Hon. Jo?eph Napier. 

The Hon. Henry Brand. 

Mr. Henry James Baillie. 

The Rioht Hon. JOSEPH NAPIER, in the Chair. 



Captam uiacisione. 

Mr. William Phillip Price. 



James Richard Naylor, Esq., called ; and, having been sworn, was Examined 
by Mr. Hall, as follows : 

1. DO you attend from the Crown Office ?- — I do. ^ 

2. Do you produce the writ and return for the borough of Dungarvan for the 
year 1852? — Yes, the writ and the return. 

3. What is the date of tlie teste of that writ ?— The 3d July. _ r tu j. 

4. Who is the person named in the return? — John Francis Maguire, 01 No. , 
Greville-place, in the city of Cork. 

5. Do you also prorluce the writ ami return for the borough of Duogarv 
for the year 1853 ? — Yes. 

6. Give me the date of the teste of that writ ? — The 16th of August. 

7. Who is the name in ihe return there?— John Francis Maguire, No. . 

Greville-place, in tlie city of Cork. . , , 

[The Witness then withdrew. 
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an..,,.- swo™, 

8. ARE you Clerk of the Crown and Hanaper in Ireland’— I am 
_9 -^Do you produce the poIUbooks used at the election for Dungarvan in 1852? 

,0. Will you ho kind enough to tell us when, how, and where yon receiyed 
those pol -books ?-I received them on the 16 th July 1862, about 10 Ses 
past 12 0 clock, m the Crown and Hanaper OlBce, by post. “ 

11. You made an endorsement to that effect ? I did 

cui:dyf:nhSi^^sn,:ie -y 

ibr'lSsfl-lVo!"' the election for Dungarvan 

14. Is there a similar endorsement upon those ? Yes 

clerk since?— Yes, or that of my chief 

16. Mr. ifowe.] They have never been opened since ?— These have never been 
opened until this moment since the time that they left the sheriff- tlic other, 

ifere opened upon the petition in 1852 . ’ 

Kxaniined by Mr. James. 

1 7. Were you summoned over here upon the petition of 1852 ?— I was. 

Mr. James put in the petition of 1852. 

The clerk was about to read the petition, when the Chairman internosed 
the Counsel that there was no necessity to^read 

resoluttn “of yeTter^"'*" 

the^witfS^ ‘ho '’ihioss as to other matters, 

away thinking- it might be convenient to him to get 

l»dls“ oonveuience to me, for I must not go without the 

exMinatio™ *^'"'**’ P“'™ part of the 

yJ "'™ oooio’oned on that petition to produce the poll-books?— 

Cross-examined by Mr. Rowe. 

ooo'’o>',you gave to the Committee ; you stated that the 
s ou of V “1 Imd been brought by you to England on that oeca- 

“ ol your being summoned ?— Yes, on the former occasion. 

been fT ,P“™' “"‘tiiDiug those books bad 

the hF ^ '7:2®®’ .*h<ty had been opened then; tiiey were first opened at 
ofend *“ poll-books were not 

21 . Copies were taken of the 1852 books in Dublin .?— Yes. 

T' w England with you?— Yes. 

opened here ?— They were remaining in my custody ; I never 
Di,-e If up again. After 1 opened them they remained in the custody of 
"‘iseit or my chief clerk. ^ 

Mi\ Rowe stated, that as the Petitioners had given up the objection of 
quanheation, it was necessary for him now to apply for the assets. 

Mr. James objected to the application at this period of the inquiry. 

The C/i£2zmaK said, that it would be better that the application should 
be made at the close of the inquiry. 

afw,!; IF ‘‘ understood that he might make the application 

iiei wards, he would not make it now. 

tda. 



C. Fitzsiiiio/i. Esq. 
24 Marcli 1854. 
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MINUTES OF EVIDENCE taken before SELECT COMMITTEE 



Jeremiah Kelly called. 

Mr, ijone stated that as this witness was called to prove acts of bribery in 
1853 . he wislied to receive from the Committee some information as to 
the extent to which that decision had gone, and to know whether their 
resolution appiied to bribery or only to treating. 

Mr. James was heard to object to the learned Counsel, Mr. Rowe, taking 
that course, and submitted that the time for Mr. Rowe to interpose was upon 
a question being put to the Witness now before the Committee. 

Mr. Rowe was heard in repiy. 

The Chamuaii stated, that ail that the Committee had decided was, that it 
was proper for the Petitioner’s Counsel to go into matters of the election of 
1832 , so far as it would constitute disqualification. When any^ question 
was'put to the Witness which the learned Counsel did not think came 
within the statute and the allegations of the petition, he could take the objec- 
tion, and tlie Committee would then decide upon it. 



Jeraniah Kelly called ; and, having been sworn, was Examined by Mr. James, 
as follows : 

24. WHAT are you ?— A Boot and Shoemaker. 

25. Where do you reside-— In Dungarvan, county Watertord. 

26. Bo you remeinber the election of 1852 ?— I do. 

27. July 1852 ' — Ido. -V T 1 

28. Not the last election ; the one before the last r— Yes, 1 do. 

2Q W'ei e vou a voter at that election ?— I was, sir. 

30. In what street do you live in Dungarvan ?— St. Nicholas-street. 

31 . Do yon remember the polling-day of the^ election .- I do, su . 

32. Were you ill upon that day, and in bed r 1 was. ,,3 • * 

33. How long liad you been confined to your bedr— hrora Monday m that 
week at six o’clock, but I was out of health nine months before that. 

34. Do you know a man of the name of John Wall, a publican? I do. 

35. Does he live in Dungarvan r — He do, sir. 

36. Has he got a son ? — He bas. 

37. Wliat is his name r — David. 

38. What is David ?— He is a young man going to school as yet. 

30! Was your wife living at that time?— She was. 

40. She has since died ?— She died 17 th March twelvemuirtli 

4t. Do you know Mr. Maguire by sight?— Yes, I do; 1 think I would. 

42. Did you see him on the polling-day r — I did, sir. 

43. Where did you see Mr. Maguire on the polling-day r— In my house, 
ray bed-room. 

44. Were you in bed when he came r— I was. _ . 

45. About what time on tile polling-day did he come to your house .-lo 
best of my knowledge between 12 and one o’clock in the day. 

46. Did he come ‘into your bed-room?— He did. 

47. Did any other pei-sons come with him ?— There was. 

48. Will you tell the Committee the names of any of the persons who 
■wiSi him into your bed-room ?— There was a gentleman of the nam 

Howell. ,. 14 . Aov 

49. Do you know a person of the name of Michael Troy ?-Yes ; he is here to-day . 

50. Did he come -with him ?— "V es, he was in there. 

5 1 . Du you know a person of the name of Macartney ? —Pat Macai tney . 

32. Did he come with him?— He did. cneak to 

53. Now, when Mr. Maguire came to you, what did lie do , did be sp 

YOU? — He asked me, would I vote for him. 

54. Were you then in bed? — I was. He said to me he had had a goo c ar 

of me, and he expected I would vote for him. . 

55. Tell the tmth of all that occurred 1 -He asked me, would I ^ 

i told him I would vote for no man this time. He said to me that 

majority of five over him, and he expected that I would vote lor Him. 
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56. What did you say to that ?-I said I would vote for no person that time, 

for I was delicate in my health, ^ ’ 

57. Co,nmittec.-\ Wliat did Mr, Maguire say ?-He asked me if I woultl vote 

for him I said I would vote for no person, for I was delicate in in v lioaltl, 
He axed me whyr I said I was sick for nine months before that. ‘ ' ’ 

. 58- Mr. Did Mr. Maguire make any answer when von said that to 

him ?-A man of the name of Richard Bunn came in ; he a.vcd Mr. Miwnire 
what demand he iiad on tliat man. ® ^ 

Did Bunn canvass yon for Mr. OTlahcrty ?-Yes, he did; and Maguire 
said he had no deiiumd, bat if I desired liim to stop he would ston • if I desired 
him to go away he would go away. I told him f never offended a gentleman 
neither would 1 him now, so iic called for my wife, Mary. 

(io. Commktee..] Was Mr. Ma^iaiire present all this time?— He was indeed 
He went into the kitchen from the room, and Mr. Ma^nirc turned to me and 
lie said 



Mr. ffotM was heard to object to this evidence. He coiiteiKled tliat lie 
was not c.vcluded by any decision of the Committee from contending that 
acts, of bribery alleged to have taken place at the election of 1852 bv the 
Sittnig Members agents or_ friends, or in any way brought home to 'him, 
could be considered m the issue now joined before the Committee; and he 
further contended, that inasmuch as these charges were made in Mr. O’ Fla- 
herty’s petition of_18r>2, which petition was withdrawn before the Committee 
was appointed,^ his learned friend Mr. .lames was not in a position to enter 
into clmrges of bribery contained in that petition, or in the present petition 
against Mr. Maguire in 1853. 

Mr.JdMi’s was heard against the objection. 

Mr. Ii.Oicc was heard in reply. 

The room was cleared. 

After some time, Counsel, Agents, and Parties were called in and 
informed that 

The Committee had come to the following Resolution : — 

“ That the Counsel for the Petition proceed with evidence to establish 
the charges of corrupt treating at the election of 1852 ; and that the further 
consideration of the admissibility of the evidence as to the charges of 
bribery at that election be reserved until the part of the case as to treating 
be first heard, and that the last answer of the witness be expunged as at 
present not admissible.” 

The short-hand writer accordingly expunged the answer alluded (0. 



Michael 7 ’roy called; and, having been sworn, was Examined by Mr. James, 
as follows : 

61. WHAT arc you? — A Carpenter and Builder. 

62. Do you remember the election of 1852 ? — I do. 

63. Were you a voter at that time for the borough of Dungarvim? — I was. 

64. How did you vote ? — For Mr. Maguire. 

65. Did you take any active part in the election ? — No, sir, I did not. 

66. Do you mean to say you did nothing? — Nothing, e.xcept voting for him, 
-and wishing he should succeed. 

67. Do you know John Boland ? — No, I do not. 

68. What is his name?— James. 

69. What is James Boland: — He was then a shopkeeper in Dungarvan. 

70. Was he a voter? — He was. 

71 . Do you know a person of the name of Patrick Ronayne ? — I do. 

72. What is Patrick Ronayne? — A housekeeper of Dungarvan. 

73* Do you know Mathew Loiigfield Godkin ?— Yes. 

74- Do you know John Davis, a brewer? — No. 

7 ,t- Do you know John Dower, a brewer: — Ido. 

76. Do you know Patrick Power, a publican and grocer? — I do. 

77- Do you remember being present at ant' time wiien Mr. Maguire was pre- 
^62. A 3 sent, 



Jeremiit/i Kelli/. 
24 Marcb 1854. 



Michael Truv. 
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sent, and there tras anything said about having a supper at the Eagle Tavern ? 

—No. . , , 

78. Do yon know the Eagle Tavern r —1 do. 

-o Were you present there at any supper Ko. 

si Bo a little cautious, Mr. Troy ?-i never was at supper there, sir. 

81. Were you at anv dinner there?— No, sir. , , ,, 

8-1 Do you know Mary Power, who kept the Eagle do, 

S3. Were you present with Mr. Maguire in the room when Boland and 
Ronayne were tliere ? — No, sir. 

Sa. Never : — Never. 

85. Never at any time?— Never at any time. 

86. Did you have anji dinner at the Eagle?— No, iicveia „ . . 

87. tVerJ yon at the Eagle cliiiiiig the election f— I don t recollect that 

88. Was there any committee there? — Not to ray knowledge. 

80.' Yon were noton the coinraittoe?— No, sir. , , vi a- 

90. Did you see Boland canvassing at all r— Well, I think I did see him 
camassmg. canvassing with Mr. Maguire?— He did accompany 

'^92^'whom’else did you see accompany Mr. Maguire in his canvass ?— There 
were a great many ; I do not recollect. , 

Q-4 Give tlie Committee the names; you must speak the whole truth here r 

There were a gi-eat number; I saw Mr. Mahoney, Mr. Ronayne, and several 
others; I don’t recollect the names now ; I cannot call to mind who they are. 

94. Did you see James Boland canvassing with Mr. Maguire ?~Yes, he 

was, as well as I can recollect. _ - , ht n* • v^. 

95. Did you see Patrick Rouayne canvassing with Mr. Maguiie . les, 

^^gS^^bid you see John Dower canvassing with Mr. Maguire?— I did. 

97. Do vou know John Wall?— I do. 

q 8. What is John Wall?— A publican. . , r 

qg. Did you see him canvassing with Mr. Maguire ?— 1 did. 

100 Did' you see those names I have been giving, Boland, Ronayne, and Wail, 
canvassing with Mr. Maguire more diaii once?— As well as I can recollect, they 
canvassed at the two elections of 1852 and 1853 . 

101. Ill the election of 1852 did you see them canvass with Mr. Maguire on 
more than one occasion ? — I do not recollect that I did. 

1 02. Do you mean that, now, just attend ; do you mean to tell the Lomraittee 

that?— Ido. . fnc.K.->j 

103. Thai you never saw them canvassing hut once at the election ot I 85 a . 

104. Did YOU see the same persons canvassing with him at the election ol 
1853 ; Boland, Ronayne, and Dower: — They were. 

105. Do vou know Patrick Fitzgerald’s house? — I do. 

106. Clerk to Mr. Bags Heines, solicitor? — Yes. . r -) Of 

107. Were you in Pat Fitzgerald’s house during the election ot 1852 . '-'i 

1852 . ^ ^ 

108. Yes, when Mr. Flaherty was a candidate? — ^Yes, I was. 

log. Frequently? — Not frequently. . , ^ . 

no. What were you tliere for?— I went on one occasion to get a pnnted list ; 

I got it and sent it back. 

in. M'ho sent yuu for it ? — No person. 

1 1 2. What difl vou want it for ? — To look at. 

113. Did you get the printed list there ? — I did. 

1 1 4. Who gave it to you : — I took it off the table. 

715. "Was it Iving on the table? — Yes. . . 

u6. What gentlemen did you find there when you took the printed list lying 
on the table? — No person at all. 

117. Did you never see James Boland there? — I did. 

1 1 5. Did you see Patrick Ronayne thei'e r — I do not recollect that i did. 

119. Be a little accurate r — I do not recollect that I did. 

120. Did vou see John Dower there? — No. , 

• 121. Did 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




ON THE DUNGARVAN ELECTION PETITION. 7 

121. Did you see Jolm Wall tliere ; wlio else did you see besides John Boland ? 
—I never was in there but twice ; I saw Thomas Mahony there. 

122. Besides James Bolaml ? — Besides James Boland. 

123. Who else?—! do not i-ocollect any other person that you named. 

124. Can you give tlic Committee any other name ; you came to tell the 
whole truth ? — No, I cannot. 

125. You mean to swear that to this Committee?— Yes, of the persons you 
named. 

12b. Can you give any uauu's of persons whom you saw that I did not name? 
' — I saw several person.s. 

127. Tell tile Committee wlio? — I saw a person of the name of Morris 
Hackett. 

128. Did you see Jolm Wall there ? — No. 

129. Did you sec James Wall there? — No. 

130. Did you see any person of the name of Wall there? — No. 

131 . Who else did you see ? — I saw a man of the name of David Hickey there ; 
and also a man of the name of Morris Eoiey. 

132. What is Morris Foley? — A butcher by ti'ade. 

133. What other name can you give the Committee, on your oath, as seeing- 
there? — I do not nioollect any one else ; I was only a very short time there, on 
the two occasions I went in. 

134. Did you see Mr. Maguire there ? — Never. 

^35- “’•'y wmit thoi-o on one occasion to get a register there ; a list of 

voters ? — Yes. 

136. Was any one in the room wlicu you went there? — No one. 

137. You took up a register? — I did. 

138. Did yon take it away ? — I did. 

139. Where was it lying r — Upon a table. 

140. With other papers? — With two or three more of the printed lists. 

141. Did you ask any one for it ‘i — No. 

142. How came you to take it ; you did not steal it ?— No ; I took a loan of 
it, and sent it back again. 

143. Wliom did you ask to lend it to you ? — No person. 

144. How long did you keep it? — Till next morning. 

145. Wliat did you take it for ? — To see the names of the electors of the 
borough. 

14b. What object liad you in seeing the names of the electors of the borough? 
— I never saw tluun l)erore, and I was curious to see them. 

147. Do you mean to represent ro the Committee that that was your only 
object? — I had no intention but for my own gratification. 

148. Did you canvass anybody? — I went in company with Mr. Maguire to 
canvass for a part of the time. 

149. You canvassed with Mr. Maguire? — No, I walked with him and the 
others that were with him. 

150. Having stilted that, do you mean to tell this Committee that you took 
the registers only for your own gratification ? — Yes, I do. 

351. What was the first day titat you went with Mr. Maguire to canvass? — 
I do not recollect; it was previous to the election. 

152. How shortly before r — I have uo recollection of it. 

153. How came you to Ciinvass with Mr. Maguire; who asked you? — No 
person; I volimteercd to do it. 

154. Wltere did you start from on your canvass that morning? — At the last 

election, election of 1853 , we started 

15,';. I am asking you about the election of 1852 ?— I met him in the street. 

156. Did you Ciinviiss wilh Mr. Maguire iu 1852 ?~1 went in company with 
Mr. Maguire and his friends on tlje canvass in 1852 . 

157. How long before the election did you go in company with Mr. Maguire 
and his friends in 1852 r — I do not recollect. 

158. Who asked you to go? —No, person. 

’ 59 - Who went with you when you canvassed with Mr. Maguire and his 
friends in 1852 ? — There were a great number of people there. 

160. Was James Boland there ? — Yes. 

161. Patrick Ronayae? — I do not recollect. 

162. A 4 162. Try? — 
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•j 62. Try ? — I could not recollect ; I did not think I ever should be asked about 
it, on that account I did not mid 

] 63. .Tolm Dower r — I do not recollect whether he was at the election of 1852 ; 
lie was at the election of 1853 . 

164. Did he canvass with you and Mr. Maguire in 1852 , or not? — I do not 
rec<!llect. 

165. John ■\Vallr~I do not recollect John Wall in 1862 , 1 do in 1853 . 

ifi6. Where did you start from on your canvass? — In 1852 I meet him in. 
the street. 

1(17. Did you canvass more than one day with Mr. Maguire? — I do not 
recollect that I did. 

16S. Trv to remember?— I should think not. 

169. Hold up your head and speak like a man ? — I do not think I did. 

1 70. Where did you go to after your canvass ? — I do not recollect. 

171. Did you go'to this room at Fitzgerald’s house ? —No. 

17;. Do you meau that?— I do. 

] 73. Upon your oath did vou not want that register to canvass with ? — No. 

1 74. Did you take the register with you on that canvass r — No. 

175. Did you point out certain voters to call upon ? — No. 

176. Did you not? — No. 

177. Do vou mean tliat? — I took no active part; I only went, with him from 
door to door. 

178. Did you not ask voters to vote? — No. 

179. Never? — Never. 

1 80. Not one? — Not one. 

1 81. You meau that ? — 1 do. 

182. Who were taking an active part wlion you were on your canvass? — Mr. 
Maguire, and James Boland, and Thomas Maliouy. 

183. John Wall? — John Wall in 1833 ; I do not recollect him in 1852 . 

184. I am speaking of 1852 ? — I do not recollect John Wall in 1832 . 

185. Who took an active part in 1852 ?--Thcre was a man of the name of’ 
Ned Foley, and Morris Hackett. 

186. Where did you go after the canvass? — I do not recollect now. 

187. Try to remember; did you go to a room of Mr. Fitzgerald’s after the 
canvass ? — No. 

188. "Where did you go? — I have no I'ecollection of that. 

189. Du you tell the Committee that ? — I do. 

190. Did you see the canvass cast up ? — No. 

191. Do you mean that? — I do. 

192. Did you leave Maguire, or did you accompany him after the canvass to- 
any place ? — No. 

193. What did you do? — To the best of my recoliection I went home ; I did 
not accompany them until they finished the canvass; I left them before they 
finished the canvass. 

1 94. How came you to go to Mr. Fitzgerald’s room for a register ? —I was told 
that they were there. 

195. Who told you? — ^Ned Foley. 

1 96. And you went there and got it ? — I did. 

197. Whom did you return it to?— I gave it to another man to bring it back. 

]98. Who was that? — Michael Stewart. 

199. Do I understand you to say that you never were more than once, at the 
election of 1832 , in this room ? — Once going in for a list of voters and on another 
night; I was in there twice. 

200. What were you doing there the nights you were in there twice? — I was 
there the night previous to the election. 

20J .''Wlvdt were you doing there ? — I went in company with othere. 

202. What did you do there ?— Nothing but go in and come out. 

203. What did you go there for ? — ^There were-some electors in there. 

204. "What were you doing? — I went in to see them ; 1 did nothing else. 

205. W’as Mr. Maguire there ? — I never saw Mr. Maguire there. 

206. "Who were there the night before the election?— I saw James Boland 
there, and otliere that I named. 

207. Ronayne? — Thomas Mahony, Morris Hackett, David Hickey, Morns: 
Foley, and I saw a man of the name of Thomas Morrison, 

208. What 
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20S. What were Hackett ancl those persons doing there the night before the 
election ?-I saw them walking about from room to room ; I do not remember 
seeing them do anything jiarticnlar. cuioei 

2og. Did you see any of them sitting down at any table ?— No. 

sitting down at the table from which you took the 
register ? — Ihere was no person in the room when I took the register 

211. You saw the table ? — Yes. ® 

212. What were those persons doing- there the night before the election 
I saw some porter-drinking there. 

213. Did yon drink "No, sir. 

214. Do you mean to represent tliat? — I do. 

215. Were they drinldng? — I saw them drinking porter. 

216. Was there drink on the table?— I do not recollect seeing it on tlie table- 

I saw it in their hands drinking. * 

217. Upon your oath, was there not drink on the table ? 

[The Witness was ordered to withdraw. 

Mr. JRowe w^ heard to object to any evidence being given on the subject 
of treating, until agency had been established. 

Mr. James WHS heard against the objection. 

Tlie Chairman stated that the Committee were of opinion that the evidence 
should proceed, and if agency were not proved, the evidence would s:o for 
nothing. ® 

The Witness was then recalled, and further examined by Mr. James. 

218. Was there drink on the table ?— I do not recollect seeing it on the table - 

I saw it in their hands. ’ 

219. How_ long did you remain there the night before the election j we are 
upon that point ; — I was in there twice ; I might have stopped a quarter of an 
hour on each occasion. 

220. Did they hold the drink in their hands all the time r— I do not know • 

I was not witii them all the time. * 

221. I mean the quarter of an hour that you were there? — I do not know 
whether they held it in their hands ; I was not watching them. 

222. Did you drink ? — No. 

223. You went with certain voters ? — Not with voters. 

224. Wlio did you say ? — I went in with Morris Hackett. 

225. While yon were there, what were Boland and Ronayne doing ? — I do 

not recollect seeing Ronayne there. ° 

226. What was Boland doing? — I do not recollect seeing Boland there, in 
the election of 1852. 

227. Who do you recollect seeing there before the election of 1852? — I named 
mem before ; the men who went in with me, as I recollect, were Morris Hackett, 
Biivid Hickey, Morris Foley, and a man of the name of Thomas Morrison. 

228. What did you go there for? — I was called in by Morris Hackett. 

229. To do what r — I do not know whether I had any object in view. 

230. What was your object in going there? — I do not know. 

231. Had you auy particular object in going there ; what did you do while you 
"ere there? — Walked tlirough the i-ooni, and saw who there was there. 

2.32. Was tliere any speaking ?— They were talking to each other. 

233- Did any one make an address : — No. 

-'34' Did you see them sitting down at a table? — I do not recollect seeing a 
table at all there on the night previous to the election ; they were sitting on, 
seals ; some of them had porter and vessels in their hands. 

235* What were they doing? — Nothing more than what I tell you. 

236. Did you speak to anybody? — I do not recollect. 

^37- ^^'as there smoking ? — I do not recollect that there was. 

238. What were the people doing there? — Some were sitting; others were 
"■a king ; but there w’ere a great number of people not voters, and they were 
Walking about the house, in and out. 

belm^' ^ before for the register?— For several days 

^'^2, B 249. You 



Michael Tio^. 
24 March 1854. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




Michael Troy. 
S4 Mavch 1854. 



10 MINUTES OF EVIDENCE taken before SELECT COMMITTEE 

240. You went into that room for the register ?— Yes. 

•’41 You took tlie register off the table — \es. 

242. Was that table there that night ?— I do not recollect. 

243. Do you know James Fitzgerald ?-I do know u person of that name. 

244 Had he a house in 1852? — Yes. . « t t 

Were you in his house during the electron ?- 1 was ; no, I was not m 

^*oiiVere you erer there in ISoa during the election?-! do not recollect 

thaa you got this register did you take any notes out, on paper ?-None 

You got it for your own curiosity ?-For iny own curiosity; it was 
defaced from marks upoi it ; it was scarcely legible ; there were maife of rnk ; 

. tme of the marks wer'e “ to vote for Magmre others, to vote for Flaherty ;■ 
some marked “ dead nine of them were scratched. , , 

“49. tL is the copy you got from this book .—That I took from the 

™™50. Did you take it back yourself?— I sent 'it back. 

4 1 How' loiiv did you keep it ?— Till the mommg after I took it. 

Did you do nothing with it?-I looked over it, nothing more. 

253! A ma-e matter of curiosity ?— A mere matter of curiosity. 

254. Did you count up the numbers?— No. ^ 

211. Did Boland know you had that register r— Wo. 

056. Did nobody know vou had it!— Well, I think not. 

257. Do you mean that?— I do ; nobody saw me take it. I took it home, and 
I gave it to this man to lake dowu and lay it ^ the table. 

^258. Where did you tell him to take it ?-To Patrick Fhzf raids house. 

259. Did you tell him to lay it on the table r — It was called Mr. Maguire s 
Committee-room. 

260. This was Pat Foley ? — Michael Stuart. _ i,arc vnn 

261. Is that the same room that you took the register from, and «here you 

saw the people the night before the election?— It was an unoccupied house, and 
there were people through all the rooms of the house. , , 

26-2. Which room did vou call the committee-room?— I did not know that. 

26’, Did you not say that it was a room that you took the register out oi . 
Mao'uire’s Committee-room ” was on it. 1 do not know whether any room was 
special Iv appointed ; they had access to all the rooms of the house. 

^ 204.^Vas not the whole house used for the purpose of election r—l oe- 

lievc so. , T 1 1 

265. How long had the house been empty ? — I don t know. 

266. About how long ? — I cannot tell that. . . y, 

267. 'Which room was it in the house that you took the register from, 
was in the front room over the shop. 

26s. On the first floor ? — On the first floor. 4 i,nr.w I 

269. Was it written up outside “The Committee-room ?— 1 do not kno , 

do no't recollect seeing it. , nn nut- 

270. Just think before you answer this question, if it was not v^Jnllpet 

side “ The Committee-i'oom” ? — If it was I don t recollect it ; I do no 

whether I saw it. . ., « prymiuinee 

271. Can you tell the Committee whether you saw it written up 

Room” or not r— I cannot. _ . n .4 «t 1 -.PTs call 

272. What made you call it committee-room just now t—i lieaid 0 

273. Were there placards up, “ Vote for Maguire,” in that empty house . 

His address was posted, I believe. ,, thp con- 

274. Whereabouts ? — 1 know there was one ; it was posted upon 

spicuous parts of the town. , , „„ -- anv 

275. I am speaking of this house; were there any ® fhat I took 

address posted up in this house? — I do not know ; I do not reco 

any notice. t 1 • j 1 

276. Do you mean to tell the Committee that? — I do indeed. 

277. Were you employed at all in the election? — No. 

278. Not at all? — Not at all. _ Anre when 

279. You have told us of two occasions upon going to this room, 
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you got the register, and the other the night before the pollino-. I think vou 
said you were there three times ? — Twice upon the day of polling ‘ 

280. What did you go the second time for ?— I went in with Morris Hacketf 

we went in twice. ’ 

281. Is Morris Hackett avoterr — No. 

282. What did you go for the second tinier — To see what was goino' on 

inside ; to see what they were doing. ® ° 

283. For matters connected witii the election ?— More from curiosity than 
anything else. 

284. Curiosity about wliat?— About what was going on inside. 

285. About the election ? — Yus. ^ 

286. What did yon find going on about tlie election the second timer— Ido 
not recollect anything about wbat I saw ; I saw- some people sitting, and some 
standing, and some of them had porter drinking. 

287. Were you tJiere upon the day of the polling in this room r— No. 

288. Not in the house ?— No. 

289. Who seconded Mr. Maguire r— I believe it was James Boland. 

290. The saine person you liad seen in this committee-room? — I did not see 
him at the election of 1852 ; I saw him in 1853 . 

291. Is Mr. J. Boland the same man who seconded in 1852 ? — It is. 



292. Is that the same man that 
It is. 



you saw canvassing with Mr. Maguii'e ? — 



293. Who proposed him? — I think Mr. Maliony. 

294. Did you see him canvass with him ?— I saw him canvass ; I do not 
recollect whether it w'as in 1852 or 1853 . 

295. Did you sec Mr. James Mahony in that room of Mr. Fitzgerald’s house ^ 
—No, Michael Mahony. 

296. Who proposed Mr. Maguire ? — Micliael Mahony. 

297. Who is Michael Mahony r— A trader in the town of Dungarvan. 

29S. Which was it, James or Michael, that proposed Mr. Mao-uire?— If 
I recollect right, it was Michael Mahony. ® 

299. Did you see Michael Mahony in that room ? — I never saw him. 

300. Did you see him canvass with Mr. Maguire ? — I saw him on one occasion 
on the cam-ass; whetlier it was 1852 or 1853 I do not recollect. 



301. Which do you believe it was? — I cannot form a belief; I took very 
little notice of it ; I cannot recollect whether it was 1852 or 1853. 

302. Did you take any voters up to the poll in 1852 ? — Not one. 

303. What were you doing ? — Looking on, to see how the polling was 
going on. 



304- And were you not in the house of Mr. Fitzgerald on the polling-day? — 
No. 

305. Were you never at the Eagle about the election ; Mrs. Power’s: — I do 
not recollect. 

306. The Eagle i.s exactly opposite to Fitzgerald’s r— No ; a different part of 
the town. 



307- It is exactly opposite your house ? — No. 

308. Very nearly^? — No, it is not. 

309. How far is it off? — About 12 or 13 perches. 

310. Were you not in the Eagle at the night before the election ? — No, sir. 

311. Did you ever have supper at the Eagle ?— Never, 

3 >2. Nor at the election of 1852 ? — No, not at any election. 

3 > 3 - Nor dinner? — No. 

314- Do you know Dr. Christian? — I do know him. 

315- He is dead, is he not? — He is dead. 

316. Do you know Richard Bunn ? — I do. 

317- Do you know Andrew Drohan? — I do. 

318. Did you see him in this committee-room ?— No. 

319- Did you see him canvassing in 1852 ? — I do not recollect. 

320. Try and remember ? — I cannot recollect now. 

321. What is Andrew Drohan? — A blacksmith. 

322. Now, you said that this Fitzgerald, I think you called him Pat Fitz- 
gerald ; was he a clerk to Bags Hemes ; is he a solicitor? — Yes. 

323. Fitzgerald is his clerk ? — He does do business for him as clerk. 

162. B 2 324, You 
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324. You say this house of Fitzgerald was empty; ■where was Fitzgerald 
himself living at that time? — With his father. 

325. Was Bags Hemes the conducting agent for Mr. Magtiire? — Yes. 

326. This empt'v house '^vas Fitzgerald’s ; is that correct ? — Yes. 

327. Was the ■whole house empty as well? — It was ; it -was lately purchased 
by Fitzgerald at that time. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Roxce. 

328. I want to ask you a few questions about the election of 1852 . ^ My friend 
has asked you whether Bags Henies was a conducting agent ; what did you ever 
see Bags Hemes do for Mr. hJaguire ? — I undemtood he was the conducting agent 
for Mr. Maguire ; I saw him do nothing. 

329. Did you ever see him with Mr. Maguire?— I have no recollection of 
seeing him with Mr. Maguire. 

330. When you said you understood he was the conducting agent, what did 
you mean by that ? — I heard all say so ; I heard a great number of people 
say so. 

33 1 . That is all you kno'n' about it r — That is all. 

332. A public report? — A public repoi*t 

333. Mr. Maguire was very popular in Dungarvan in 1862 r — He was. 

334. Was there a great many of the more respectable townsmen about with 
him? — There -were. 

335. I think you said, when you saw him in 1852 , you met him on the street? 
— On the street ; he and his, on canvass. 

336. On that occasion, you were with them a short time? — I w’as. 

337. Were you ever witli them w'hen they were on canvass, except on that 
occasion? — No, I believe not; I do not recollect that I was. 

338. On that occasion, you say that you met him in the street, on his canvass ; 
do yon mean to say that you ever heard him ask for a vote when you were with 
him ? — Oh, yes. 1 did. 

339. At that, time? — Oh, yes. 

340. That was the only time you were ever there? — That I recollect. 

34? . "W^e have had a little confusion about the name of Boland. I do not 
know whetlicr I am right in sujiposing that Boland w'as no longer living at 
Dungarvan in 1853 ? — He is now in Australia. 

342. He was not in Dungarvan in 1853 ? — He was. 

343. At the election? — At the election. 

344. Just i-ecollect y.nurself? — Oh; in 1853 . 

345. Yes. Had he not left Dungarvan before 1853 ? — Yes, he did. I do not 
think lie was at the last election. 

346. No"w, so much for the street 

The I think I stated a while ago that it was in 1853 I saw 

Boland in Fitzgerald’s house. I recollect now it was in 1852 I saw him 
there. 

347. It was in 1852 Boland seconded Maguire? — Yes. 

348. In 1853 , nothing at ail happened at Fitzgerald’s liouse; you were not 
tiiere at all ? — No, sir. 

340. You talked about its being an unoccupied house. Just recollect your- 
self. In 1852 , was not part of that house used as a public-house, the lower part 
<:f it ?— I should think not, in 1852 . I think it was then occupied. 

350. You do not recollect there was anything going on in the way of a public- 
house or a bccrhou.se r — Fitzgerald is a porter agent to a brewer in Cork, and 
he used u part of these premises as a store for keeping the porter in at that 
time. 

353. Y’ou saw a great many people there who were not voters? — A great 
many. 

352. On this occasion, when you saw Mr. Maguire there, were many people 
with .f ira ; some \vere voters, and some were not voters. I mean, when you met 
liim on the streets? — There wore. 

[The Witness then withdre^w. 
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Patnclc Welsh Fitzgerald called ; and, having been sworn, was Examined 
/jy Mr. James, as follows : 

Wha'anls^rlDeS;' a.n a Grocer, Tea, and 

you residing- at Diingarvaa at the election of 1852 I was 

355. What business were you carrying on then?— I held then, as I hold still 
a commission for Mr. Holland of Cork. 

356. Had you also any other business?— I had, sir. 

357. Wh^ was tliat?— I was conducting business for Mr. John Bags Hemes 

solicitor, of Dublin, conducting agent to Mr. Ma°-uire. ^ J^ernes, 

358. As a salaried clerk ? — Yes. 

359. He was conducting agent for Mr. Maguire ?— Yes. 

Hernes any office in Dublin?— He had 

361. Where was his office ?— In Cross Bridge-street. 

362. hen were you first employed in the matter of the election of 1852. con- 
finmg ourselves entirely to I362?-I should say, only a few days; for one thTng 

^ ‘j'" M'-- Hodned, who .vas the conducting ao'en? 

of -Mr. 0 Flaherty a few days before the election, meeting Mr. Hernes and myself 
P''™”™‘.Bank, asked Mr. Hernes, “Are you engaged 
by Mt. M.pirc to he his coiidiietmg agent?" Mr. Hernes said, “No.” Sir. 

attei wards, Mi. Hernes was handed a letter, and Mr, Maguire asked him 

Mr. Moioe objected to the witness stating the contents of the letter. 

Mr. James submitted to the objection. 

dueed'dM "sf ‘’r“ ,P™'i““d. After that piece of paper was pro- 

duced, did Mi . Bags Hernes act, m fact, as conducting agent of Mr. Mao-uire^^— 

me answer he made was ® ‘ 

364- Did he act as his agent ?— He did. 

referring to that letter, can you tell the Committee, as 
shortly before the election it was that Bags Hernes com- 
conducting agent ; how many days?— I could not say. 

306. Was It a week ?— About a week. 

367. When Bags Hernes commenced, about a week before the election, to act 
— I ° ogent, was any portion of the business deputed to you, as his clerk ? 

36s. What part of the business was deputed to you as clerk to Mr. Hernes, the 
conducting agent f— I was engaged in making out the necessary papers for the 
approaching election. ‘ ‘ 

369- Copying tlie^registry and canvassing books, or what?— Why, we had the 
America persons that were dead, and others that had gone to 

^ ^ceu the ordinary business preparatory to a con- 

lesteci election ? — Yes. 

^^horc were you living ? — On the square, in Dungarvan. 

372. lyid you a house which at that time was empty? — Iliad. 

373- M here was that r — ( )n riie square. 

374- The same square where your private residence was? — I was not residing 

1 ^ prircliasing the house ; it was quite empty. 

3J5- Where was Mr. Bags Hernes’ office ? — In Cross Bridge-street. 

3/0. Then the house wiiicli you were about purchasing was empty? — After 
purchasing. ' i o 1 j 

OK'an tlmt yon vvere about purchasing it? — I had purchased it. 
378. Besides being an attorney’s clerk, vou carried on the business of o-rocer? 
—Ves. ■ ■ ® 

379- Mas this house used for any purpose during the election? — It was. 

3^50. For what purpose: — As taliy-rooms. 

, What do you mean by tally-rooms; only for tally-rooms on tlie poliing- 
uuy or for the purposes of the election generally ? — I should say for the purposes 
ct the election generally. 

3^2. You do not mean that it was only used before the pollino--day ?— It was 
used before the polling-day. ° 

d 3 383. When 
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.8-:! men did it commence to be used ?-A few dap before the election. 

3st '' ns there any furniture ?-I believe m the drawmg-room they had a 

'“‘fss'ivho mgigS'it of you?-- Well, really I could noteay now: I wae asked 
if I would give it, and I said I had no objection, 

386. Who asked yon that r — 1 forget. 

387. Diet you give it, or were you paid for the use of it . I „ave it. 

0S8 Were voS not paid for it ?-I was paid fp it. 

389. Who paid you_for the use of it r— I think it was Mi, 

300. Janies Boland r — \es. . , 

Qoi Is he an ironmonger?— He was ; he 13 now in .lustialia. 

1 %: How nuieh did Bdand pay you for the use of the rooms of the house .— 

I think it wp 15 '- ^ „eek before the election, 

and®L tL cky oftL^e^^^ and some other day after tl.atwewere engaged 

''■“^When did Boland pay yon 15 /. for the use of the rooms at the election ? 
—Some time afterwards. 

IwouMnotcharge 

“'’ag^Smldrnt'rml.'w paid yon 15 /. ?-Mr. Boland paid 

“VpS^' What you call in Ireland bilking it ?-&Iy hm.se wp also engaged by 
Mr Huiclnu'on the county candidate :. I v?as paid 20/. loi it. 

30m Csaid there was^^a little fnrniture in the drawingroom ?--Yes 
4??. Was any more furniture put in for the use of the elector. \ e., I believe 
we had some additional forms. 

SS pn ^^s:m into the house I-I do not think I 

'‘‘40-’. Who did?-I was engaged with Mr. Hemes, doing business with him; 

I coukl not be doing two businesses together. _ 

404 IVas there “ Committee Room written up; No. 

40s Not outside ?-No, 1 do not think there was anything. 

—My governor, Mr. Hernes, thought it the most conYement place. 

408 Bid the governor go there r — He did. 

:?'o: Sirrt-omiSinrnt;. «« imsiuess of the election f-Mr. Hernes 

^'41 1 Did Mr, Hernes conduct the business of the election there ^He did. I 
will tell yon the reason he oanie to my house in preference to ™ o®“. 

41, Yes'-— His ofBce is in his aunts house, and his amlt lecpiested 
remove up to my place, for there would he a mob 
4. The governor’s aunt objected to it. Do you know Pierce litzgeiaia, 
the gentlemau who is in this room? — I did. 

414. Did you communicate with him as conducting agent for Mr. i a,. 

Did vou not : I am upon the matter of the election r— Yes. 

111 Scarcity did you^see Mr. Fitzgei-ald was introduced to him 

by a personal friend of Mr. Maguire. Pi.^rce Fitz- 

'^417. Did you transact business, preparatory to the election, with F 

gerald? — I do not recollect. ,, , . , tj ..r. i.t+mdncino- 

^ 41 8. Trv to recollect. What was :Mr. Fitzgerald domg ?--He was mtrodu , 
measures which might be best to have Mr. Maguire elected. 

410. Introducing measures for the conduct of the election ?— Exactly. 

420. Did Mr. Pierce Fitzgerald come to the liouse in the square . 

421. Frequently? — ^Well, I should say so. 

422. And Mr. feags Hernes and vourself ?— Yes. 

»e witness called it “committee loomr 



should 

413 
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-was that right?— Some persons may call it; there is never a committee-room 
after an election. 

425. Was it called a committoc-room during the progress of the election 
It may be. 

426. Was it called so ? — It may be. 

427. Was it?— It may or may not. 

428. Try and remember it ?— I really forget. 

429. Wliaf it called ?-Somo called it tlie tally-room, and some others 
may nave called it committee-room. 

430. Did they? — Perhaps they did. 

431. Did tiiey, without any doubt? — I dare say they did. 

432. Have you any doubt' that they did in your presence. Now, Mr. Fitz- 
gerald, you are au attorney’s clerk, and a grocer, and a respectable man ; have 
you any doulit that that was called a committee-room ?— No : I said so at 
first. 



433. Committee.] Whom you say you were introduced to Mr. Pierce Fitzo-erald 
a gentleman . A Cork gentleman. I never saw him before he came to 
Dungarvan. 

434. Mr. Ill this committee-room, was there a room used for the 

purpose ot the election ; pardon me being so minute, but was there a table used 
tor the papers ! — Yes. 

435. Do you kuow James Boland ?— I do. 

43ti. Was he there ? — He was. 

437. Frequently? — Yes. 

438. What used lie to do there ?— Mr. Boland. 

43p. Yes. Never mind looking here ? — I do not care where I look, for I can 
answer you. 

440. What did he do there ? — He was doing. 

441- That is a verb active or a participle; what was he doing? He, as an 
active gentleman, must always be doing something, we understand ; what was 
he doing r— He was doing so many things I could not tell. 

442. If he was doing so many things, you can tell us some of them; just 
attend. Give us a few of the things James Boland was doing; what did he 

0. If he was doing one thing you might have forgotten; but as he was doing 
a great many things you can tell us? — {N’o afiswer.) 

443. What was James Boland doing in this room? — He was speaking to 
Mr. Hernes and to me ; we were looking over the register and correcting it.° 

444- Did James Boland sit down at the table ? — He did ; he gave us informa- 
tion as to one man and another. He may have said such and such a person is 
dead, such another has gone to America. 

445- He took an active part? — Yes. 

44b. Did Boland attend there every day ? — I think he did. 

447- Do you know Patrick Roiiayne? — Yes. 

44S. W as Patrick Ronayue tliere? — He was. 

449 . What was he ? — A woollen-draper. 

^^450. What was he doing? — He was assisting us in the same way that Boland 

4.5 >• Do you know John Wall? — Yes. 

452. Was he there? — Yes. 

4.53- W’hat was he ? — A shopkeeper. 

454- W as he assisting- during the election ? — I should say he was. 

4.5.5- Do you know John Dower? — Yes. 

45®- W hat is he ? — A brewer. 

457* Was he there in the committee-room ? — Yes. 

45^- Assisting in the business of the election ? — Yes. 

4,59- Do you know Andrew Dronan ? — Yes. 

460. He is called Andy Dronan, I am told ? — Yes ; he is a blacksmith. 

401. Was he there? — He was in and out. 

4d2. Assisting in the business? — I could not recollect what assistance he 
could give. 

4^3- Was lie there on the business or not? — He was. 

464. W’as he doing what he could ; he might not be of much use ? — Yes. 

46.5. Did you see Mr. Maguire there while the election was going on.^ — I did. 

B 4 466. How 
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466. How frequently cUii Mr. Maguire use to come to that committee-room? 

— Not freqiiently. 

467. How frequently ?— Perhaps once a day, or twice. 

468. Who generally came with him?— Pierce Fitzgerald. _ 

469. Who else; your “ governor” ?— No, he remained generally m the room 

’''47™*Wh0 else have yon seen come with Mr. Maguire to the committee- 
loom He generally, I think, came alone. 

471 Have you seen him there when Boland has been there and Wall and 
Ronay'ne, and 'the gentlemen wiio were acting i— Yes 

470 Do you know a man of the name of Michael Tloy t — 1 do. 

475. Was Michael Troy there?—! do not recollect. ^ 

47+ Try and remember ; do you know the fact of his having a register away ? 

— No, sir. 

475. How did they start upon their canvass when they went out to canvass? 

— 1 do not remember. , , n t j 

476. Try and recollect; did they come home there after their canvass?—! do 

not recollect. , ' , , , 

4-7 Did they go out in the morning and return ; you know what canvassing 
at an election is do, well. I do not know whether it was from Mr. Maguire 8 

lodgiuos, Mr. Hemes' house, or my house they went. ^ 

47S. Were the voters brought to this room to record tlieir promises for Mr. 

Maguire ?— They were. 

470 Who brouvht them chiefly to this room to record their promises for Mr. 
Maouire; just give the Committee a few of the names?— There were Edward 
Foley, Joiin Foley, Wall, Patrick Bonayne, and Boland. . 

480. When they brought their promises there, were the promises entered into 
any book in the usual way of recording promises ?— Yes. 

481. Who did that generally?— Either Mr. Hemes or I, just marked opposite 

“ Registry, M.” „ t j 

452. You do not remember seeing Troy there .'—1 do not. . . , 

453. Was Troy employed in any way, as messenger, or otherwise ? — 1 am 
not aware. 

484. Do you know Mary Power?— I do. 

485. Does she keep the Eagle hotel ?— Yes ; her sister kept it then. 

486. Before I leave that subject, I think we have heard that a portion of these 
premises below was occupied as a porter store .- — Yes. 

487. You being agent for a brewer, Mr. Lane, of Cork ? — Yes. 

488. Did you supply porter to the committee-room during these days .— 
There was some porter given out in the kitchen of the house. 

489. Were you paid for that ? — I was. 

490. Was that included in the 15 1. ? — No. 

491. How much were you paid for that? — I really could not tell. ^ 

492. I will try and remind you ; had you a little bill due for the election ot 
1851 ?— Yes. 

493. How much was that ? — £. 88. odd. 

494. Due to yourself?— No, to my father. 

495. Wliat was your bill upon this election of 1852 ? — I do not think it war 
altogether 30 /. 

496. Was it about 30 /. ?— I should say it was. 

407 . That is besides the 15 /. for the use of the house?— No; altogether. 

498. How much for the use of the rooms then? — £. 15 . for the use ot the- 
rooms ; and I think the porter bill was somewhere about the same sum. 

490. Did you make it out in one bill ; I think you said you did not chaigo 
for the room at all ? — I ouly gave in the bill for tlie porter, 

500. Was that 30 /.?— oil, uo j somewhere about 14 ?. or 15 /. 

501. You said, and I am sure you wish to be accurate, and 1 do not wish to 
misrepresent you, but I understood you to say you were paid 15 /,. makmg 
another charge? — About 14 /. or 15 /. for the porter. 

502. Did that 14 /. or 15 1. include your charge for the porter ? — No. 

503. I thought you said it was 30 L altogether r — I said the porter bill was 
14 1 . or 15 /., and that Mr. Boland then asked me, “ What were you paid by 1- 

Hutchinson 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



ON THE DUNGABVAN ELECTION PETITION. ,7 

Hutchinson for the use of your house ? ” I said “ to ; ” =. w 11 .. • , . 

will g,ye y<n, 1 5 , I think that is as much as ^ ca“ afford ‘ 

504. At the tune he gave you that, did be pay you “e Ml of 1R-, ) N 

505. Did any person No .• I am sorry for ii ^ ‘ 

50O. Have you been paid ?— Not a penny 

making |ig“l£ ''owmuchi-Aboutlu/., I think, for porter; 
and then Mr. Bolaiui, w1icn7ie'tL’’iM^^^ 

509. Which were you paid first ?- I could not tell you that 
.■iio. Po whom did you send your hill?— Mr Boland 
511. How came you to send it to him ?-He sent for it. 

51.. Bid he pay the election account, or Mr. Hearn’— Mr Rnlaurl 

5.;whrtra-..p^?ii:L“^;'’TJ¥^^ 

516. Weie you tiicrc the niglit before the election ?— Yes 

-f tJiJ’j^ti ■s',“L!::;'rn“^s. “ ■" 

thiuUhS;^r^ny“dS^‘!:^ ■’“t 

round.' ” ^ dnnkr-They might in passing the kitchen f they went 

they dranL -'-TlMre was drink for them ; I could not tell whether 

522. lor what were the voters brought in there?— Thev were hmno-ht in 

in m”eff! “> ™‘<= ■ I fbrougl^ 

523. Where from ?— From tile country 

anotl,tr?ame‘'i? “%kt?-No; the wife of one, and the son of 

them so anTsn o ‘ '’™'" “''• O’k’Hherty had offered 

should see her liusbanL ® “““ 

525- And they would not stop ?— No. 

52b. Wliat became of the other ?— He went home. 

527. Did not any stop there all that night?— No. 

there ■'«i'eml)er ; in your house, you know, were 

520 stopiied there all night ?— I could not be certain of it. 

sup. JO the best of your recollection ?— I could not tell. 

euSrf in tliLw" ‘'’bt you do not know ?-I was busy 

n “ “mwing-room till three or four o'clock in the morning ^ 

voSs'stop^e™ thrMl‘n?gSrNT 

532. Do you mean that you did not see them ?— Yes. 
drink, if they wished it ? — Yes. 

of mhi’e oontrol of the kitchen and the beer below ?-An assistant 

'here fcrlhe l,r® '‘if “O”!o?-Jolin Sheehan. I am not sure whether he was 
weekf^t.!/^ ooioiigh election or the county; the county election came on the 
^ and I could not be sure. 

“ bill for ifort of *0 boro'ugh ; pardon me, Mr. Fitzgerald : you sent in 

von wh„ b“ supplied to the borough electors, for which you were paid • I ask 
Jou who consumed this porter ?_Those persons I mentioned before. 

52S' V^'‘° •'r'P^tose boys rushing in, and thrusting themselves in. 

'vished to driSh*"’*'’''’ '’“‘O'-s?— There was drink there for voters, if they 

540* w“ ^14“ whether the voters drank it r — I do not. 

15a ™ “ ®**oehan know.? — I am not sure that he was the person. 

541- M'ho 



P. fr, Fthjferald. 

34 Mai-eh 1854. 
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Who .ave you the contract, ao as to kno» »hat you chavged?-It was 

S66 it. . . 

Wto^:„;;l;:fth°J^ d„ not k„ow , I had nothing to do but with 
porter in casks. ' books, with the accounts?— 

I ^eftnlllr: 1 “ordt^^ thne; the ntan gave nte the 

number of tierces that were_^used. 

547. You have no books.' — No. ■ • 

sjtwerjJntT keeps the Eagle 

Tavern? — Not then ; her sister did. ^ 

,50. Is that Kitty?- Yes; she died since. 

5=5=.I' WlninC ft S yof^veref t a supfet at Kitty Power’s --On the even- 
ing of Maguire’s election. , 

ec.i Had yon ordered that supper No. 

ecu Who did ?— I do not know. 

fsi'- S^rfof LfV Mfry"p^ei‘ orEt;; St ihat supper before then? 
—No I had not a word of conversation w;dh eithei. 

How many were there at that supper i-I should say about 30 . 

■' 560. WasMr. Maguire there?— He was. 

561. Was it a pretty good ™PP“'; 7 “ V „e„tlemen who were there; 

with suggesting the namesP-Mr. 

Bavve Hearn was there, Mr. Berestord Boat. 

JS3. Was Mr. James Boland there?— He was. 

564. Patrick Rmiayne i— Yes. 

565. John Dower? — No. 

Wpi-e the committee there? — No. 

rfin Allnftbpm^ — I am uot sure ot that. 

fy°; aTosSiTo'tell; I cannot 

remember ; there may have been otlievs absent. 

572. Did you pay for the supper?— No. 

573. Do you know who did ? — I do not. 

K70.. You did not? — No. , . -miic 

?'i; r in U could be c.led a 

chair. , . ^ . .„,ho was it at the head 

<577. Do you mean that it was on a form, oi what , wi 
of the table ; who presided '—Mr. ^^agume. self. 

(578. Who was the deputy ch-airmau , the croupiu . J 

470. Who faced you then ?— Mr. Maguire. 

58m Was Dr. Christian there ?— I think te was the e. 
i8i Have vou any doubt about It ; the doctor spolce, dia ne 11 
refembSithe did not propose a ‘»cst?-I ^uldnot he su^ 

582. Try and recollect if the doctor was there t— I ''“C’? h 

583. What doctor is he ; a doctor of civil laws 

584. A physician? — Yes. 

585. He was there ?— Yes. , t suppose he took a 

?86. Did he superintend the supper?— If he was theie, PP 

part. 587 -^ 1 ^^^ 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




ON THE DUNGAllVAN ELECTION PETITION. ig 

587. What do you think the doctor did ?— He ate his part there 

588. Did he take any i>;irt in the arrangements of flie table ?— I did not see 
him. 

589. Do you know a person of t]je name of Lambert Jackson ?— I do 

590. What is Lambert Jackson ?— 1 Itclieve he is a reporter for Mr. Ma«^'uire 

591. Is Mr. Maguire i)ropri(;tov of the “ Cork E.\aniiucr” r— I believe so 

592. “ Cork : printed and published by the proprietor, John Francis Maguire.” 

Lambert Jackson is a reporter ? — Yes., ® 

593 ' hiiu at the election ? — ;! saw him on the day of nomination. 

594. Was he at the supper 7—1 um not sure. 

595. What was Latnbert Jackson doing there ; reporting? — Reporting. 

596. Dill you see him tiiere on the day ,of nomination ? — 1 may have seenhim 
afterwards ; I do not recollect. 

597. Did you pay any money or any hills r — Npta farthing. 

598. Besides the gentlemen, I wilt not say the committee, who took an active 
part in the business in your room, were there many voters tiiere : — No*. 

599. How many do yon think ? — Only those that assisted us. 

600. How niany supped there, when you were, vice chairman r— I did not say 
I was vice clmirmau. 

601. Did you make a speech ? — I made an attempt. 

6o- 2. Mr. Maguire spoke, I su]ipose r — He did. 

603. A good many spoke as tiie evening went on'? — Just so. Healths were 
proposed, and they were called upon to respond. 

604. Did you collect any of the bills, or were any of tlie bills sent in to Mr. 
Bagge Ilearii ? - None ; they were sent to Mr. Boland. 

605. Had you any duty to check the hills? — No. 

606. Did you show Mr. Bagge Hearn? — No. 

607. Who had. the arrangemeut of the bills ?— I tiiiiik Mr. Boland. 

608. Did you canvass at all with Mr. Maguire? — I did. 

609. Who went with y<.m generally on the canvass ■ — Mr. Boland, Mr. Ronayne, 
John Dower, and the otliers. 

610. Can you remember who proposed and seconded Mr. Maguire at the 
election of 1852 ; is it correct tiiat Mr. James Boland seconded him ? — I think 
it is. 

61 1 • Who proposed him ? — I think Mr. Mahony. 



P. W. I'itsgtrald. 
24 March 1854. 



Cross-examined by Mr. Rowe. 

fit 2. About this famous supper. This sufiper was after the election ? — The 
evening of the election. 

613. To celebrate Mr. .Maguire’s return? — Yes. 

614. It had been hot, work and a smart election ? — So it was. 

di5. Mr. Ma guirc was very popular with a considerable portion of the inha- 
bitants? — I believe liis election proved it. 

616. He was not backed by the Duke of Devonshire, nor the priests ? — No, he 
was opposed by them. 

G17. With the exception of those two great governing bodies, Mr. Maguire 
was a very popular man? — He was. 

618. When lie was in the streets, did a great many of the respectable trades- 
Dieii of the town accompany liim about ? — Yes; they would, if they could have 
afiorded it, have returned him without a penny expense. 

Wag that election considered a great triumph of Mr. Maguire over these 
two influences ? — Yes. 

620. That in spite of the Duke and the priests he had got it ? — Yes. 

_ 621. My friend docs not know \\ hat “putlieen” means; just tell us. About the 
time of that eleclion was there anything going ou in the way of kidnapping 
voters ; getting them out of the way ? — I should say there w'as. There were two 
or three that I brought in a car the evening before the election, they were taken 
away by the son and the wife saying that they were offered 20/. each by the 
agynt of Mr. O’Flalierty, and tiiey said they should not remain in my house ; they 
siud they should not lose the money. 

622. Do you know many instances when it was necessary to protect the voters 
bom being carried off ?— Yes. 

J 6 , 2 . , c 2 623. Had 
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P. (K Pilzgerald. 
24 Jlarch iS5<|. 



623. Had you people employed? — Yes; they were employed to protect the 
voters ; we had a portion for each street. , . , , 

6'^4 How many do you suppose you got employed for tins purpose, this pro- 
tectee police against the Duke of Devonshire and the priests ?— I should tliiuk 
we had 200 or 300 ; my house then was open to them ; they used to come into 
the kitchen in the night to get drink occasionally’. 

625. A great many of these people were not electors, were they?— No, not 

oneoftiiem. t i - 1 

e-’d You had some 200 or 300 ?— Yes, I think so. 

6^- To take care of your voters against the O’Flalierty interest ?— Yes. 

62s. These people came for refreshment in this place of yours?— They came 

for refreshment. . . p r 1 

629. You recollect about porter being put out ; was it put out for the retresh- 

raeut of these people ? — Y'es. 

630. Recollect yourself as well as you can ; do you recollect seeing any voter 
taking any portion of that poi'terr — No, sir. 

631. Did you see any voters taking any refreshment of any otlier sort in your 
house; eating? — No. 

632. You say it was put out for the voters; I hear that whispered ; let us 
understand liow that matter was ; was it put out there for the use of these people, 
and was it put out for tlie use of corrupting the electors r — It was put out for the 
use of these people ; it was just in the kitchen, where a few voters did go in if 
they wished to drink ; I could not say whether they did drink or not. 

633. Your employer, Mr. Bagge Hearn, was your governor; he was the con- 
ducting agent. Now I will ask you a plain question in a straightforward manner ; 
had you any authority, directly or indirectly, from Mr. Bagge Hearn or Mr. Bo- 
land, or anybody else, to put out porter to curnqit the voters? — None whatever. 

034. Or to give it to them ? — None. 

635. Or to influence them? — No. 

636. Or for other purposes? — No; in fact these boys used to put a cock into 
a half tierce of beer and drink it. 

627. Tiiis election was going on in the month of July? — Yes. 

63d. Hot work, was it not, especially in Ireland ? — ^Yes. 

639. A great deal has been put to you about the active part these gentlemen 
took. What did the blacksmith do ; it has been put to you by Mr. James that 
he took an active part in the business of the election r — I do not know what 
active part he took ; 1 do not think he was a very active man. 

640. You were asked whether this gentleman, called the blacksmith, took an 
active part in the business of the election ; be kind enough to tell us what part 
he took? — I do not know any activity of his, more than that lie made remarks^ 
“ I think such and such a person may vote for us, we had better call on him;” 
I did not see anything more active than that ; I do not think that he was an 
active man. 

641. I do not know whether the blacksmith was a great master of penman- 
ship ?— Indeed he was not ; I do not know whether he could write at all. 

(342. But he gave a suggestion as to whether this man or that man w'ould vote 
for your friend Mr. Maguire : — Yes. 

643. Did a great many of the respectable citizens of Dungarvaii come to and 
fro, interested in this matter for Mr. Maguire ? — They did ; there is no doubt 
of it. 

644. I mean besides those put to you by my friend Mr. James, as taking an 
active part, were there many of tlie townsmen that felt great interest for Mr. 
Maguire who came to and fro into your house — There were some there one 
evening, and the next evening there may have been others. 



Further examined by Mr. James. 

645. There is a question that I omitted to ask you, as to which I have only 
just been instructed. I asked you about some book's that you were summoned to 
producer — Yes. 

646. Did you not bring any over to England? — None; for I had no occasion. 

647. Y^ou brought none ? — I told you before ; I. kept no account but a memo 
ranclum that the man gave me, that there were so many barrels. 
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turn tuat XTJLI. a.A iiicvm utifiireu uiat 1 sftould Call at Mr £E ’ 

649 . Did you not tell Mr. Holmes that you shoi^‘ u 
you came into the committee-room, and not before ?-I Jib tJn 
occurred ; he was in the side office of Mr. Kyley and two or tb,-i 
and I said, “Mr. Holmes, I cannot stop anyS L ^ 

1 are going to dinner.” He said, “ cLe in Twill It M ^ 

He then said, “ In order that you will not be fvr^ca minutes. ’ 

you I, ad better tell me what evilnce you are to give.”'‘“‘‘ No ™“aid h“T°uI 
give no evidence until such time as I go hefore the fornTnli* ’ .■ S ^ * ®‘" 

‘■You are summoned to produce books”’ I then old hTin S' n 
got before the Committee I would do it. At tS fai IT ' 

Cross-examined by Mr. Jiauic. 

evidfn;eI:.ii;TlaTetoreT^^^ gi- 70 -’ 

651 . Y ou are the personal friend of Mr. Maguire ’-I am a frimd Tl,« ,1 

653- Who summoned you here ?— Mr. Gregory 
054. What agent r — Mr. M'Nevin. “ ^ 

0.55- He is the solicitor in Dublin?— So I heard. 

050. He IS not an attorney at Dung-arvan ?— No 
Yes^L““t„t~ here and give your evidence ?- 

rlirf m' talking of what passed between you and Mr Holmes • 

5l eTw:T'’?irifr y^wouule paid aeeorfinTto 

aiifl «7 I t ''1 ^ 'vhat he said : Mr. M‘Nevin gave me a notice 

w i 1 IL :" ^ to go^ to London, ™u 

to” He remarlT 'T '^“*'^’ 1 °*' ^ S?''® “ 8'““'^ business to attend 

give’’ As Zeh - f 'f ’ ■TT''*'’ yott 

L is f V J ®“ 7 ’ ‘ ^ S‘V0 evidence against Mr. Maguire 

ot m favour of Mr. Gregory, that I would get no more. ® ’ 

»t> yotir mind?— It was; therefore I think it 
entitlelto Cmt’™tttee, m my position, what expenses lam 

fis 4 n ^ "S''“ ‘I’tit I should do so. ^ 

MS.fteTxTdiy.*^''' ™"''™=“'““'vi‘!tyoti.:-TheI 7 tlt 
661. Was it before you left Ireland ? — Yes. 

supne; Tv? *■= i “>i® 

and nit’- “ • to eclebrate the election ; some of the most respectable tradesmen 

dfiv v"* P™8-''|'vati were at tliis supper ?— Yes, supporters of Maguire. 

4. iVir. iviahoney is an extensive shipowner there ? — Yes. 

664- And Mr. O’Brien?— Y'es. 

condir Tw'-''. ‘i't“ 've i'ttve heard of was a man of very good 

Mr Dimgarvan ?— He was. * 

deal ? ”'1 vother a wealthy man r— I heard that he had a good 
foaml 8°‘”g “Wity i I'O sold out liis stock, and is going to Australia : he 
no that business was failing at the time. 

inhaWtaT “svoral respectable tradesmen, 

Mr M tvste not any friends of 

others ttttd his cause?— Yes; there was young O’Brien Mahonev, and 

fifis’ gentlemen of the town, that had no votes, at the supper. 

• I be doctor was there ? —I am not sure. 

C 3 66g. You 



P. W. Fiizgetald. 
24 March 185^. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




22 MINUTKS OF EVIDENCE takm before SEI^CT COMMITTEE 

66o. You have been asked about the doctor ; he was there?— I was asked, and 
I think that tiie answer that I made was that I was not sure. 

670. There was nothing particular to attract your attention ; you do not know 

whctiiH-^l^prop^^^ the’luiiper «'as to ’celebrate the return, quite 

a^o'at Boland settling accounts, Mr. 

So'*5um know anything of your own knowledge that he settled other 
accoiuds, did you ever see him pay other accounts r-No ; I was only passing 
by and he called me in and paid me; I did not ask him, and would not ask him 

if I had not been paid. , , , 

674. It has been put to you pretty strongly that it was a committee-room ; did 
you ever hear it called a comniittee-rooui ?— I said before that I may have 

G75. So may I if I had been there ? — To the best of my recollection, the first 
thino- Mr. Basge Hearn desired was to have no committee. 

bfd. Was the popularity of Mr. Maguire at Dimgaiwan, with a great many of 
tlie respectable voters, such that it was not necessary to have a committee ? 

677. I mean, the men did not want whipping?— No. I don’t think he had 

a paid agent at all. . . « t * 

678. You were the clerk of the conducting agent ?— I did not require a penny 

for ray own services. ^ • .1 <. /» 

670 There was 110 great occasion for a committee to whip up the voters?— 
No Nearly all that voted came voluntarily, and would have been there but for 
the’ workhra of the other side. Mr. Heura, the conducting agent, gave that 
instruction" he first thing ; he said there should be no committee. _ 

G80. It is suggested that there never was a committee after the election. 
I ask you what was the state of things before the election ; was there auy body 
of men there who were called Mr. Maguire’s committee?—! think not; some 
persons may call them so; but, by the directions of Mr. Hearn, there was no 

cormnitiee. /, t 1 1 1 

GSi. Mow long was that before the election, do you recollect ! — 1 siioiilcl say, 
I think it was a week ; it may he less or more. 

CS2. Was that room appropriated to any particular set of men; were there 
anv recognised particular gentlemen, free to come or go, or was it open to 
air the voters that backed Mr. Maguire?— I think they all had permission to 



" 68-q Do you know of any voters who were in Mr. Maguire’s interest being 
refused access to that room?-No, I think not. I think all the snpportei-s had 
permission to go in there. , . . , 

G84 Two or three names have been especially put to you 111 coune.xion witti 
this room. I have asked you about the blacksmith. You stated just now you 
did not know this gentleman had any such thing as a paid agent ?— I did._ 

685. Do you know if any of these gentlemen received instructions ; did you 
give any instructions to any gentlemen yourself? — I may have told them, 
" I think vou have u right to look after such a person, for tear the other party 
may be coming,” “ You had better keep a sharp look after such and such a 
person,” “ You had better send a parly to watch such a person,” the evening 
before the election. , j . 

6SG. To prevent tlie people being taken away ? — Yes ; we were obligen to 10 
it. 1 recollect, as the question was asked me before, about ray father’s bill being 
paid or not ; it was not paid ; but Mr. James Bunn, who was the niost active 
man fur Mr. O’Flalierty, called on my father once or twice to see him, to as 
him for whom he was to vote. 

687. Mr. JhTues.] Were you there?— I was not. 

C88. Mr. Jioioe.] However, this same sura of money that you are alluamg 
is the S8/.?— Yes, and I have not been paid a penny of it. 

6S9. What I was asking about was particularly about these tradesm « 
whether they were grocers, drapers, or blacksmiths that came into that roo 
ho was the draper ? — Patrick Ronayne. 

690. I want to know this, as far as your judgment goes, haying the 
tuuity of seeing what these men were doing during the whole |time the 
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was occupied, did they use to come there from their uatural interest in the elec- p iv rv 
tion, or from any instructions, to your knowledge, given ?— From their natural ‘ 
interest, and from a desire to return Mr. Maguire. 2 ^g.. 

691. As I understand what took place when these men came, there was ^ 

sometimes, “ Tiiis man is dead,” or “That man is dead”? — Revisino- the 

register. ® 

692. “ You had better look after sucli and such a man or the priests will take 

him away.” I do not ask whether the Duke would take him away? Exactly 

so; but I did not say tiie priests would take him. 

Re-examined by Mr. James. 

693. Do you mean to adhere to the answer, that you never hoard this room 
called a committee- room? — I said before, I may. 

694. Have you been engaged in elections before ?— I was engaged in an elec- 
tion before. 

695. What does a committee do; do th^ check the register, and sit at the 
table to receive the voters as they come? — 'f’es. 

696. Will you tell me anything that a committee do, that these gentlemen 
did not do, although they were not called a committee. Now, you are an intel- 
ligent gentleman who has been engaged in elections ; what does a couiniittee 
do, I will ask you t!ie (juostion r — Well, I dare say if they were capable of doing 
it, they would do wliat the others did respecting the register. 

697. They may do more ; uiurk the list, and receive the promises ? — Yes. 

6g8. Did they not act as a eommittoe, although they were not called a com- 
mittee; did they not do tlie same thing that a committee would do? — They 
looked after the voters, and did everything that was necessarv for Mr. Ma- 
guire. 

699. You have spoken of Andrew Drohan; is there part of the borough of 
Dungarviin called the Abbey Side, where voters reside? — Yes. 

700. Was it deputed to Andrew Drohan to look after that part of the borough? 

— It was over there that I meant a while ago, when I said w'e were to look after 

uch ami such a party. 

701. Did Mr. Drohan look after that part? — I do not know; I was not with 
him. 

702. Did he not come to the room and make reports from time to time, with 
reference to that part of the district called the Abbey Side, where the voters 
lived? — Yes, I think he did. 

703. Does he live over in that district? — He did. 

704. Was not that district deputed to him to look after in your presence ? — 

I cannot remember; it may. 

705. Have you auy doubt about it ? — I have. 

706. That ho did not? — It happened two years ago. 

707. You said it was that part of the borough to which you alluded when you 
used some expression ; what was that ? — {No answer.) 

708. Did ho come to this room to make reports about Abbey district ? — I think 
he did. 

709. My friend made a suggestion as to kidnapping; could you give the 
name of any one voter who was kidnapped ? — The only persons that I know 
myself were those two that young Mahoney and I brought into the room, and 
who were talcen, the father by the son, and the husband by the wife, saying they 
were olfered at their own house, after we had taken them, 20/. 

710. You had got this man to your house ? — We brought them in. 

7n. Whom? — Mahoney and I. 

712. The wife insisted on having her husband ? — Yes. 

733- What did you do ; had you got him in your kitchen ?— Yes ; I believe 
he was. 

7H- The wife came and insisted on having her husband ?— Yes. Mahoney 
and I went out, fearing that the other party would go early in the morning ; the 
morning of the election ; to take them away before we did. 

715. And you took them?— I went; one being a friend of mine, I said, “Will 
you come in with me ?” fearing the other party will prevail upon you to-morrow 
morning, and he said he would come in. He was not 20 minutes in when his wife 
came, and said she was offered 20 /. to go to Mr. O’Flaherty, and vote for him. 

162. c 4 716. When 
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P. W. FitzoBrold. 71D. When the wife came in for the voter, you had got him ? Yes. 

!_ 717. When the father came for the son, had you got the son ?— They were 

*4 March 1854. both together. 

718. In the kitchen ?— I do not know which room. 

719. Protected by the potheen boys ?— I dare say they were. 

720. When Mr. M'Nevin offered you 8 did you not say, jokingly, “ Why, 

I only had 6 L from the county” ?— I said, “ Mr. M'Nevin, this is 2 1 . more than 
we got at the county election.” 

721. When you were talking about this, were there several gentlemen stand, 
ing by ? — No person but Mr. Kyley. 

722. Is Mrs. Eliza Curren stopping with you ? — Yes. 

723. Where?— We stopped at the Craven Hotel the first evening and part of 
the next day, and then we remained at private lodgings, at 11, Northumberland- 
eourt. 

724. Is she stopping with you? — She is. 

725. In the same house?— Yes, and Mr. Green, the attomey, who was one of 
the agents for Mr. Gregory ; three of us are together. 

726. Is there any one living in that house connected with Mr. Maguire’s 
friends ? — None. There is an agent of Mr. Gregory’s there. 

Examined by the Committee. 

727. Had you a servant in that house ?— No. 

728. Who opened the door? — I think it was one of those boys that we had 
engaged ; we put him as porter at the door. 

729. When you gave out the porter, did you give it out all to one, or by an 
order ?— It was out in a back store ; I had it first in the shop where we tallied. 
In order to clear the place out, and have room for tallying, I removed all 
the porter out of the shop into the back store ; I gave the key to this man, 
this assistant. 

730. What was the name of that man? — I do not recollect which it was, 
Joseph Sheehan or Boyle, for the county election came on immediately afterwards, 
and then they took it too. 

731. Did thev take it too ? — Yes; he gave me an account in the evening or 
the next morning how many half barrels be had given out. 

732. Had these potheen boys as much to drink as they liked ? — I should say 
they had sometimes ; they were allowed three pints of porter for the night. 

733. They generally helped themselves? — I think they did. 

734. Was the election an expensive one ? — I am sure it cost Mr. O’Flaherty 
a great deal moi-e than Mr. Maguire. 

735. Was Mr. Hearn paid? — I am not aware. 

736. Y^ou do not know? — I did not ask him, and he did not tell me. 

Mr. James requested the Chairman that this witness be cautioned not 
to communicate to Eliza Curren, with whom he was living, the evidence he 
had given before this Committee. 

737. The Chairman (to the Witness)'] Will you promise that? — If you 
request it. 

738. The Chairman) It is merely that upon the subject-matter of this inquiry 
you say nothing about the evidence you have given ? — Certainly not, if you 
request it. 

[Adjourned to Eleven o’clock To-morrow. 
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Sakbuti, 25“ die Uanii, 1854. 



1J>C Riglu lie, .)o»c|,h Napier. 
•Ml'. Henry Jamci5 Hailiie, 

Iho Hon. Henry Hraiicl. 



i'lJiittJlJinS PRESENT. 



Captain Gladstone. 

Mr. William Phillip Price. 



Tni! Right Hon. JOSEPH NAPIER, ,n the Chaie, 

Ueuj Pcecr called i and, ,,,, 

739- IS yoiiv name Mary Power? Yes 

74'^* -I oclicve slie lias died sinr’f»‘? V/a-. • ? i 

IsKt a™ 

744. Was 3.„r„, siste,. vou ? V ° 7 ’ ‘ ’ 

745. Wjjere.ahnnK: n “ » she was. 

J4i; ,va. I),.. Cl..., St, an ?_I do not k..o.v l,i„. to be anything but a 

-f' fw “ docto..?_Yes, si,.. 

it a brf “rc “^eed. 

ice iit/guald stopped at your house?— He did. 

poll, voting for SI,T Mag.„|re “* Christian, 34 i,pon the 

Did ifc s'w “* 5'°“' ■ -He did. 

™ 8'h'ei. ;^es ;ioi 'vben the order 

No”mg ^rZZli7lhZtintT vvoid ’• ■'“omber ?_ 

“■oe security f,.,r it. ‘ S-ve tl.e supper unless I had 

7ti>. puyment ?— For the payment. 

Jint ;.;.u,i: i« i I 

7®4. That\v',7‘'““'^ I’opor.i’— 1 retuined it to M,'. Dower 

«4s a piece „, paper which you wanted as security fte supper? 

^’Zit7ll\tTlrL7T Z i»por?-i<rotD.. 

Piysell ‘O'- ™, because I had not time tile night to write !l 

767. ' To'lv?!!' Hiat paper for you?_He did, indeed 

save it to Mr. Pie.Ee Fitzo.erald f ™ Cln-istiaii had written it ?— I 

768. Novv l^it/geidld to sign it for me. 

, you said something about having iVIr. John Dower to back it?- 

I sent 



Man/ Pvu:c/\ 
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Mr. Dow“ not 

"Jy;: After you had sent it to John Dower to be backed, was it returned to 

Upon that being returned to you. were you satisaed of the security to 

^‘;V 3 "wT" “T it' to 
byk Szg^rirtlVniiK 

yt" wlrwaf ’i^dfr' tot'gton 'Jure supper?~The morning before 

ordered, ^fitwason 

the strength of that vote, it ® f,^,g all that occurred at the time of 

yyg. What do you ‘tieim ‘ 2 ^,,. and Mr. Dower came in, 
the order for the suppei . T ordered that, my sister said, 

and ordered sapper tor 30 . y f p Christian’s vote, you will 

Irrit^n^SSfr^S^Shrmentlonedl- 

The Witness answered the question. 

[The Witness was ordered to withdraw. 

Mr Bou-e obiected to the answer remaining upon the notes, it being hear- 

se 

prove a case of treating. 

After discussion, 

Mr. Eoiee said, if tot was the object of his friend, he would withdraw the 
objection. 

The answer objected to was ordered to be struck out. 

The IVitness was recalled, and furtlier examined by Mr. Jmnes. 

782. How came Dr. Christian’s name to be mentioned ?-They were no 

P’' -sf wS it i™"metl.iug that took place when they BOt present 
that thelmfcaiU to be mentioned tit the time i-There was nothing concern 
iiig Maguire and Fitzgerald’s name at a 1 m the vohiig. pit^gevald’s or 

yS4. Toil arc not to say anytlim^ that occurred in chriSian t will 

Mr Dower’s absence, that occurred ouly between yo u “"d Di- Cta 
fou tell me when it was that Dr. Christiau’s name was mentioned?-! 
imless what I was going to tell you awhile ago. Wtzwerald ?-No. 

785. Did you mention Dr. Christiaus name to Mr. Piei o 

786. Never?— Never. 

7S7. Nor to Mr. Dower?— Never to Mr. Dower, is 

788. Whiit was stated to Mr. Dower and to Mr. Power by y 

dead, about Dr. Christian ? — Hptween vour sister 

789. Mr. Rowe.} Were you present at the conversation be ? 

and Mr. Power and Mr. Dower ?— Yes. 

790. Was that a conversation?- „ithdmW. 
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Mr. James objected to the question. 

Mr a* was Iioard against the objection, and contended that he was 
entitled to ascer am from the witness, before his learned friend conld mX 
this evidence, whether this nas the same conversation, 

1 *’“= C^ommittee were of opinion that the question 

by Ml-. Rowe could not be put, but that the question by Mr. James might 

791. Mr. What was stated to Mr. Dower and Mr. Power by your 

s|^iter who IS dead,^ about Dr. Christian ?-When they came in to order Lu„e ■ 
she asked whether ,t was upon the strength of Dr. Christian’s vote, which was 
at my disposal; that it it was, they would not get it; they said “ No they 
wanted it for payinevif.’ ^ 

792. What do you mean by saying “ Dr. Christian’s vote was at my disposal •” 
00 you mean that your sister said that ?— It was at my disposal. 

793. What do you mean by saying that Dr. Christian’s vote was at your 
disposal r Because be said to me long before there was any talk of an election 
says lie, ' It is very likely very soon there will be an election.” 

[The Witness was ordered to withdraw. 

Mr. Rm was heard to object to the witness giving evidence of any 
convcrsatiou betweeu Mr. Clinstian and herself. ^ 

Mr. James was liuard aj>-aiiist the objection. 

_ File Chairman stated that the Committee were of opinion that the ones 
tion could not be put, but that the witness might be naked whether she had 
any lufluciice with Dr. Christian as to the manner in which he voted. 

The Witness was recalled, and further examined by Mr. 

meln\v'thoi"?*''f *“’^1 “1 yo“>’ disposal ; what did you 

mean by that '-Long before the election he said to me. “Mary,” said he—- 
795 ’ Von must not tell us what he said. 

Did you mean when you said Dr. Christian’s vole was at 
join disposal that joii had influence with Dr. Cliristian in directing him wliat 

Irl, ’! influence ; lie said he would make me a 

present of it to give it to whom I would wish. 

P'‘* ■)'?“ 3 '““ "‘“t yon nould dispose of his 

- ^ gentleman. 

79 ^- Mr. James.] Did you tell him to vote for I\Jr. Maguire ? — I did. 

799 - At the time that the supper was ordered who first mentioned Dr. Chris- 
Q ® • None of the gentlemen that ordered tlie supper. 

S mention it? — Not to either of them. 

01 . Who first mentioned Dr. Christian’s name when Dower and Power came 
? u®- ?— My sister said she would not give it on the strength of 

fnv ’ I because both parties were after canvassing 

101 It ; Jie had notlimg to say to that ; he left it at my disposal, 
vn,.?'- r‘^ mention it first when they came to order the supper, or did 
yo»r sister . — Tlicy did not say a word about it. 

003. lour sister mentioned it first? — Yes. 

04. Was that the first time you ever heard it mentioned, either to Power or 
py your sister? — It wa.?, indeed. 

o. 5 < Ihat Dr. Christian’s vote was at your disposal? — It was, indeed; she- 
gentleman for ever so long before. 

•n ^^^®y ®^y b'me whether they had canvassed Dr. Christian or 

Dot ?~No, they did not. 

j something about Dr. Christian having told them that he had 

hirn^*^ your disposal ?--He told me both parties were after canvassing 

808. Was that mentioned in Dower and Power’s presence? — No. 
g ®^ 9 '.^ow often did you see Dower and Power about the order for this - 
order V ^ either of them about it, only the time they came in to 

810. Did you communicate to Dr. Christian ; do not tell me what you said ; 

02 buL 



Mar^ Pover. 
25 March 1854. 
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Ji’Iarn Power. 
05 Jlarcli 1854- 



tut in point of fact, did you communicate to Dr, Christian the order had been 
given for the supper ?— I told it to him, and to a good many that came into the 
house. 

811. Was Dr. Christian at the supper?— He was. , „ 

812. You say the doctor had placed his vote at your disposal ?-Yes. 

813. How did you dispose of itr — I told him to vote for Mr. Maguire. 

814. When did yon tell him that? — 

[The Witness was ordered to withdraw. 



Mr. Rmee was hoard to object to the question, on the ground that it was 
an attempt to get a conversation between the witness and Dr. Christian at 
some time anterior, behind the back of the Sitting Membei . 

Mr. Ja7nes was heard against the objection, and contended that if he 
could prove a single voter influenced or corrupted by the treating, it was 
corrupt treating within the Act of Parliament. 



Mr. Ro 7 ce was heard in reply. 

The Chahwan stated that the Committee were of opinion that the ques- 
tion might be put. 

The Witness was recalled ; and further examined by Mr. James. 

815. When did you tell him to vote for Mr. Maguire?— On the morning of the 

igT Was tiiat the first time you told him to vote for Mr. Maguire ?— I could 
not say, indeed ; of course it was always on my mind that he should. 

817. When did you tell him r — Ou the morning of the polling. 

818. Did he go away when you told him to vote for Mr. Maguire ; did he 
leave your house ? — He left, I suppose, some time after ; he was in the habit of 
coining into the house. 

819. About what time of the polling day did you tell him to vote for Mr. 
Maguire ? — About eight or nine o’clock in the morning. 

820. Did he go away?— He went away some time after. 

Mr. James read the following entry in the poll-book : — “ T. L. M. P. 
Christian, Bridge-street, .“i 4 on the registry ; first vote recorded ; No. 1 
booth.” 



821. You say the doctor was at the supper ? — Pie was. 

822. Did lie take any part in the preparation in the supper ; did he superin- 
tend it in any way r — No, indeed, sir. _ /> i , 

823. You and tlie doctor wore on very intimate terms ; was he frequently at 
your house ?— Very frequently ; mostly every day, on his way to the \vorkhouse. 

S24. Now, how many people came to the supper r — Well, indeed, 1 could no . 
well account to you ; there was something over 50 . ^ 

82.5. Do you know any of the voters of Dungarvau? — I might know a good 
many of them. 

826. Can von tell us anv who were there r —I could not tell you, unless it was 
Dr. Chvistiaii and Dr. Anthony, and I believe Mr. Fisher ; whether he belongs to 
Dungarvan, I do not know. 

827. There were about 50 there?— \es. 

Who paid you for this supper?— Mr. Ronavne and Mr. Boland. 

S29. Did you make out any bill of it ?— They got the receipt from my sister ; 
I do not know whether she sent them a bill or not ; I could not say. 

830. When was it paid ?— Some time after ; I do not know, indeed ; I could 
not tell what time. 

831. Did you know L<ambert Jackson ? — I saw him on different occasions. 

832. Do you know him ? — No. 

833. What is he? — I believe he is traveller for Mr. Maguire. 

834. Did yon. take in the “ Cork Examiner” at your house? — Yes. ^ 

835. Did you owe any account to Mr. Maguire for the “ Cork Exammei • 
Yes, we did. 

S36. How much ? — 1 could not tell. 

837. About how much? — I could not say how much, because there w 
running account between us ; his men used to stop at our place when we wer 
taking the paper. 
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839. Were you present at that time ?-I was. Mr. Ronayne and Mr Bo- 
land wanted to keep 7/. ; nty stster would not allow it. She said there was a 
runnmg account until .Mr. Wcyland. the traveller, came, and then that Le 
would settle w.th Inm. Ho then I said to her, “ Pay r, 'says I, “ on recount 
and if here ts anytlimg more between you, it can be settled when Mr Wevland 
comes. 

840. Well, what was clone ; what money ciid you receive ? £. 15 

S41 . Did you allow r, 1 . upon the account for the “ Cork Examiner ” ?— Yes 

842. Was your bill ‘20/,? — Yes. 

843. At first you told the Committee about there being an order for a sunner 

forlO how came your bill to be 30 I. ?-Because Mr. Fitzgerald came in 
after the polling was over, and he said, “ Miss Power," savs liet “ I was o-oing 
to come to order dimier, but we were too busy ; get supper ready for as many 
as you can ; ’ so I sent in a hill then for 20/. •' J 

844. Was the 20 /. for the supper? — Yes. 

845. Then I nndorstjind originally the supper was ordered for 10 /., and Mr. 
Fitzgeralcl subscquontly came and ordered it for more, and then you made out a 
bill tor 20/. ; is that correct r — Of course I was to get more for the balance of 
the people that suppeu- was ordered for. 

846. Wbat time of tlie day was it ; was it after the poll r_Indeed it was, and 
long after it was over. 

847. It was alter Dr. (diristiau bad voted? — I suppose so. 

84b. bbneyou got the receipt; did Lambert .facksou give you a receipt? 

He did not, but Mr. Boland brought me a receipt in the evening. 

849, Have you got it r— I liavc, imleed. ^ 

850. Just produce it ? — 

[ The foHoxi iug Document xcas thc 7 i handed in ;] 

Received from Miss Power 5 1 . on account of subscription to the ‘ Cork 
hxaminer.' 

“ August 3, I8i)2.” “ For the proprietor, Lambert Jackson." 

851- Was that receipt given at the time it bears date? — Yes, it was given the 
very evening the money was paid. 

852. A.t the time tiiat that receipt was given, did any money pass, or were you 

W set ofi a portion of tlie 20 /. ; were you to allow that as part of the 20 /, ? 

Yes, I got 15 /., and I allowed it in the balance. 

. 353,^ What became of the paper which Mr. Dower had backed? — I returned 
It to him when I got paid the money. 

854. Now, you have stated that there were nearly 50 people at this suimerr — 
I think there was over. 

855. W'ho invited them, do you know ? — I could not say, indeed. 

856. Was it aimoimced publicly that there would be a supper, or was it by 
private invitation ? — Mr. Dower and Mr, Power ordered the supper; I did not 
Know whom they were to have it for- 

857. You did not know whom it was for? — No, indeed. 

858. Do YOU know Michael Troy? — I do. 

859. Was ho there?— Not to my knowledge. 

860. Can you give me the names of any of those who were there ? — Not many, 
because I was too busy', sir. 

861. Just try, because you have been asked about this order; you will save 
^ great deal of trouble. Try and tell the names of some of the persons who 
^ere there whom ymu know to have been voters ? — ^Tlie few I gave before ; Dr. 
'Christian, Dr. Aiithonv, and M r. Fislier ; I was too busy to know who was 
there. 

862. Do you know the room at Pat Fitzgerald’s house? — No indeed ; I never 
'''’as there, 

. 863. How did they come ; were they brought in a body ? — They came in by 
IDS and odds into the house. 

864. Who was at the door? — I do not know. 

8C5. How were they admitted; they did not admit every one that came?— 
ihe door was open to every one that came. 

ib2. D 3 866; Were 
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S66. Were there any colours at the election r— Not one, that I ™ aware of. 

867. The door was open ; did yon see any one refused at all , Not one that I 
am aiare of, unless it was people that came to the shop to look for dnnk after 

hours; they were refused. , ^ -n i,i- j 

868. “ After hours what do you mean by that ?-Because we were obliged 

to close our bju'-door at a certain time. > « xt t 1 ri t\/t ■[?•* 

86g Had yon any olher bill besides the -lOlA — None; I had Mi. Fitz- 

owald’s private hill while he was sleeping at the honse 

° 870. When you say that when people came for drink after hours, they did not 
get any, if it was not after hours did you give them dnnk?— Oh, I would have 

for it i_Of course they would at any time ; I did not give 
a drop of drink on the strength of Mr. Maguire’s electira. 

870 Was Mr. Fitzgerald Stopping at your house?— He was. 

873.’ Whom did you see with Mr. Fitzgerald ; do you know James Boland . 

^ 'sV+^Do^'not question; do yon know James Boland ? 

87*5°. *Did''he'come to Mr. Fitzgerald at the Eagle Hotel while lie was there? 
“Sjrirylud recollect r-I was mostly at the bar, I could not see who came 
in ti,g bjj who came in at the door ?— Not any 

^\rci“ 1 oa\“wketh« James Boland came to Mr. Fitzgerald’s 
frequently at the Eagle during the dection?— I cannot say. 

879. Uo you huow Mr. Ronayner’ — Ido. 

880 Did he come? — I could not sav. • c 

88 1. Had Mr. Fitzgerald many gentlemeii come there on 
election'— There may be gentlemen, but I do not know what then busmes 

“ls‘.*’Did vou not yourself, with Mr. Fitzgerald, see 

business of the election ■— I could not say what business they may he on, because 
it was a public room. 

RR-> Wliirh -was ^ — The drawing-room. , , , 

ssj What do you mean by this being a public room?— It was the only pub- 
lic room we had upstairs to receive gentlemen. . , .m-tion*— 

885. Do yon mean gentlemen coming there on the business ol the electio . 

He came to look for a bed late at night. 

886. Who did?— Mr. Fitzgerald. of „rm,- bouse 

887. After he had conic and looked for a bed and found one 

was the public room for gentlemen to come to npon the business of the election . 

—There was no public place kept for him. ^ o mom 

SS8. What di(.i you mean by saying “ public room ?— It was a pub 
for every one to walk in and out. 

88q. You mean a coffee-room? — Yes. . 

Spa What room had Mr. Fitzgerald ?— A bed-room, and he sat in the pnbl 
room when he liked, I suppose. , . 

891 . Do you know that he did ? — I saw him sitting there. i.fvnep the- 

Son. Did Mr. Maguire come to him there ?— Yes, he came to the lions 
evening before the election, as well as I can remember. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Rowe. 

893. 1 understand you to say that you did not give a drop of '1™'" “ ^ 
house on Mr. Maguire’s account ? — Only what was given at the dmn , 

on Mr. Maguire’s account. 

894. Independently of that supper?— No. -2 inrloed.. 

805. I believe you were a very strong well-wisher to Mr. Maguire. 

8 g 5 . You were not influenced in your good wishes 
order of the supper by Mr. Maguire ? — I was his well-wisher long 

'TpT: Zyol fnfw^Xther Dr. Christian was a well-vrisher of Mr. 
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—I know lie was, as ftir as I have heard ; when lie read his paper he always liked 

Mr. Maguire. 

898. Was that long enough before the election ? — Indeed it was years before *5 1854, 

the election. 

899. You have been asked about that gentleman ; he is dead, is he not • — 

Yes, he is. 

900. He was a physician ? — Yes. 

goi. Practising atDungavvan? — Yes. 

902. A iimii in a very respectable way of life? — Indeed he was, 

903. And ho was the physician of the hospital and poor-house? — Yes, 
he was. 

904. You say he read the “ Cork Examiner ” long before, and liked Mr. 

Maguire’s principles; was he a sort of man, from his position in life, whom a 
supper would buy ? — No, he v/as not, indeed ; nor many a supper like it. 

905. I understand you to sny, that you had no sort of conversation with 
Dr. Christian about the supper? — Nothing more than he was in and out of the 
place, and he knew I was getting it ready. 

906. Now, that supper you say was ordered by these gentlemen ? — Yes. 

907. The night before the polling, was it ? — No, the morning before the 
polling. 

908. The day before, at all events ? — Yes. 

909. It was two days .ifter the nomination ? — I did not mind the day of the 
nomination. 

910. The iioniination had taken place before that '1 — I believe so. 

9] 1. Well, that was the first order for this supper ? — Yes, it was. 

912. You were asked by these gentlemen how the people came ; they came, 
as I understand you, by odds and ends, just as it happened? — Yes, just as it 
happened. 

913. You were asked whether the door was open, whether any one was 
refused ; do you know that any one came there who was not invited ? — I could not 
tell who was invited ; I never heard one invited there. 

914. It was not everybody who happened to be iiassing through the streets 
of Dungarvan that came to that supper : — I should think not ; the house would 
not contain them. 

915. That was not the class of people tliat were there — Oh, no. 

916. They were not persons who happened to be straggling about the town? — 

He would not allow any one of that kind to come. 

91 7. They were some of the leading people of tlie town ? — ^Yes. 

918. You mentioned one or two that you happened to know? — Yes. ^ 

919. What class of persons was the supper provided for ; was there wine at the 
supper — There was. 

920. When Mr. I'itzgcrald came up to you, that was after the polling? — Yes, 
long after. 

921. Then he told you to get supper for as many as you could? — Yes, 

922. At that time they were all in great glee, consequent upon Mr. Maguire’s 
return? — Indeed they were. 

923. And so were you? — Yes. 

924. You have been asked whether you did not tell the doctor to vote for 
Mr. Maguire on the morning of the poll? — I did tell him that morning 

925. i)id you think he was not likely to vote for him? — I did not. 

926. What was your motive for telling him ?~He came that morning, and I 
told him to be there first, to go down and vote for Mr.^ Maguire, 

927. You yourself was very anxious for his success r — Yes. 

92S, I understand that you had no doubt in your mind at the time that he was 
not likely to co, but you thought that lie ought to be first in the field, to go and 
support his friend? — That was it. 

929. By the Committee.] At the time he mentioned to Dr. Christian about 
voting for Mr. Mao-nire, do you think that if you had told him to vote for Mr. 

O’Flahertv, he would have done it?— I could not tell ; may be he would as long 
us he left the vote in my hands. 

930. What is the impression on your own mind ; did you not say that you had 

the disposal of the vote ? — Yes. , . , . . 

931. Do you mean by tiiat, he would vote according as you bid liimr— 

I did. 

162. D 4 932. Was 
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932. Was it youv sister that kept the inn, or you ? — My sister. 

933. Had you anything to do with it? — I had as much as she had. 

934. You were a partner? — She was the proprietor; I was just living along 
with her. 

935. You were interested in. the hotelr — Of course as long as it was belonging 
to my sister, I was. 

93(5. You assisted in the management ? — Yes ; it was nothing more than that. 

037. Did you share the profits of it? — So far as what 1 got to eat and drink, 

[Tlie Witness then withdretv. 

EUzaCurrai was called; and, having been sworn, was Examined by Mr. James, 
as follows ; 

038. DID you keep any tavern or public-house at the time of the election for 
Dungarvau, in 1852? — My mother does. 

939. She did ?— Yes ; I transacted the business. 

940. Where w'as that public-house ? — In Acldisicle. 

941 . That is [>art of the borougli of Diuigarvan ? — Yes. 

942. Do you know Audretv Drohan ? — Yes. 

043- What is Andrew Drohan? — A blacksmith. 

944. Had you a father or any person wlio had a vote for your liouse, or was it 
onlv yoLit mother who kept it? — My mother kept it. 

945. Did you see Andrew Drohan at the time of the election ; I am speaking 
now of tlie election of 1852 ?— Yes, I did. 

946. How long before the election do you think you saw him ; how many 
days ?— I could not say. 

947. Try and recollect ? — I could not remember it, it is so long since. 

94S. You remember the election ? — Yes. 

949. How long before the election, how many days before the election, did 
Drohan come to yuur house?— He came to my house every day. 

950. Is he in the habit, as is commonly termed, of using your house? — Yes, in 
the shop. 

951. Do you keep a shop besides the public-house ? — Yes. 

952. 'What shop? — A spirit shop and coals; he deals with us. 

953. Had you any account due to you at the election? — Yes, Andrew Drohan 
owed mv mother money ; he works for our vessels. 

954. 'Had you any bill or account for any drink supplied atthe election ? — 
There wore orders given by Mr. Andrew Drolian, for he owed my mother money, 
and she owed him money. 

955. When did lie first give those orders? — I could not tell; I think it was 
after the election, long after. 

956. Just consider ? — I could not tell 

057. Tiy and recollect? — 1 could not. 

958. Did you make out any bill ? — I did. 

959. M'hen ? — It is so long-past, I could not recollect. 

960. Try if you can remember when you made it out? — I do so much business 
that 1 forget a great many things. 

9O1. You mean the Committee to undersland that you forget whether you made- 
out any bill ? — He had a bill ; I furget the time. 

962. Wliat was the amount of it ? — 1 do not recollect. 

963. WasitlOO/? — No. 

964. Was it 10?. • — I could not tell whether it was 10 ?. or 20?. 

965. Was it for porter given away u[)on Andrew Drohau’s orders ? — I could not 
tell. 

966. I do not want to press a lady unfairly ; try and recollect; about what was 
the amount of your bill ? — I do not know ; he owes us a great deal of money. 

967. What was the amount of the bill owing upon tlie orders of Mr. Drohan, 
for Hcpiors and spirits given away ? — I could not give the exact sum. 

9()8. About what ? — I could not tell the ex-act amount, 

pug. Committee.l Was it 5?. or 10?,? — I think it was something over 10?.; 
I could not tell the exact amount. 

970. Mr. James^ Was it 25 ?. ? — It was not. 

97 1 . Was it 20 ?. ? — I am certain it was not. 

972. Was it 15 ?. ? — I could not tell ; it was not so high as that. 

973* What 
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P73- was either lo/. or 12 I am not certain. 

074. What was it tor '—I sniipose it was for drink 

g„. Do not soy you s„|,poso it for drink ?-I might not have been there ■ 
my sister might have hecu tiiere. » 

576. Do not say you suppose it was for drink ; you are not dohio- yourself 
justice; do you not know it was tor drink; yon transacted the business;-! 
might not be there : I might be out ot the shop sometimes. 

p77. Was it for drink — I do not know ; it may be 

078. What was it for?-It may ho for coal, or it may bo for spirits, or it may 
be for portei'. r > 

kj79. Novv I ask you this questiem, ami bo a little cautious before you answer- 
ivas not the hill oilol for drink, sujiplied upon Drolian’s order ?— It was not • I 
am certain it wns not. ’ 

950. Was it 12 k ?— I think it was cither 10 /. or 12 i 

951. Was it either 10k or 12k?— I could not be positive. 

982. Was it not 10 k or 12 k for drink supplied upon Andrew Drohau's 
order ?— It was cither 10 1 . or 12 /. 

983. What was that 10 k or 12 k for?-I do not know whether it was for 
coal, spirits, or porter. 

984. Wliat do you wish that gentleman to take down; what was the bill for? 
—I could not tell ; it w.as for one or for the otber. 

985. For coals given away ?— Drolitin deals with us for coals. 

986. I only spoke aliout the spivils; you liavo just sworn that he gave you 
certain orders lor spirits; I ask if those orders were not about 10^ or 1 2 / 

I said they were cither 10 ?. or 12 Z. 

987. Fo'r spirits ? — Either spirits, porlo.r, or co-als. 

988. Who hud tlie spirits or porter ?— I cannot tell who drank it ■ people came 

and drank there. * ^ 

989. People came mid drank there who did not pay for it r— I do not know • 
I think there was porter not drank in the house ; I am certain it was not • the 
house was very small ; there was not room for it. 

990. Did not people come to your house to drink both spirits and porter wliich 

were not paid for by them, and which you charged to Drohan ? I do not 

know. 



991. 1 must ask the Chairman to put that question to you. I will put it to 
you again : did not people come to your liouse to drink spirits or portei*, which 
thej did not pay for, and wliicli you charged to Mr. Drohan. The Committee 
mi say that you must answer that qiiesiion? — I think there was porter not drank 
m the house ; 1 am certain it was not. 

992-Did not people come to your house and diink porter and spirits, which 
they did not pay foi- ? — I do not Imow, sir ; they may or may not ; I might have 
given it away myself; I did not care whether it was paid for or not. ° 

993. Is it usual for you to give away spirits and porter to the amount of 
iO Z. or 12 Z. ? — Certainly not ; I would give it to Mr. l)i-ohan at any time. 

994- I si.sk if, upon Mr. Drohans order, people did not come and drink 
spirits and porter which tliey did not pay for, to the amount of lOZ. or 12/.? 
—I think tixere ivcre some jieoplc -who drank it, but I do not know whether 
fhey paid for it or not. 

995- I ask you again whether spirits and porter to the amount of 10 Z. or 
121 . was not diiuik at your house whicli was not paid for?~I do not know. 
1 answered that question before; I cannot answer it again. 

996. 1 will ask the question over and over again until you give me an answer. 
It will all come riglit at last, I know. 1 just ask you, was not that foi* spirits 
and porter drank at your house upon Drolian’s order, which the parties who 
drank it did not pay for ? — (^0 answn\) 

997- Committee.] Do you understand the question? — This gentleman has 
asked so many qnesfions. 

998- Do you understand the question he puts? — 1 think I do. 

999* You have stated that it was lOZ. or 12Z. you got from Mr. Drohan? 

1 am not certain as to the exact amount ; it is over two years. 

1000. Were lOZ. or 12/. paid to you by Mr. Drohan for drink supplied upon 
some orders he gave ; w'hat persons consumed that drink r — (No answer.) 

1001. Mr. JdjTJw.J Do YOU mean to represent to the Committee, upon the 

■ E „a,b 
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oath you have taken, that the lOh or 12 /. containecl Is. for coals; now be 
cautious 1 — 1 am certain it did- 

1002. How much? — I cannot tell. r j . 

too*? Did vou give coals away, or do you mean the cods were supplied to 
Mr. D?ohan ?-They were supplied to Mr. Drohan ; if Mr. Drohan gave me an 
order for 20 tons of coal I would be glad to take it. 

1004. Did they give coals away at the election?— Yes. 1 * 

1005. Did you supply the people with spirits aud porter at the electionr— 

The porter wa“s not drank in the house. t i-i r**! 

1 006. Did you supply spirits at your house ?— I think a very little. 

1007. What do you mean by saying the porter was not drank at the house f 

I think it was not. . ^ 

lOoS- Was it taken from your house in tierces r— Yes. 
loog. Where to?— I could not tell. 

1010. Who took it away in tierces? — I do not know. 

101 1 - Do you mean to tell that to the Committee ; be cautious ?— I am very 

cautious; I know I am on my oath. _ .1. > 

1012 Do vou mean to tell the Committee that, conducting your mothers 

business, that you do not know who took away the tierces from your shop ; the 
porter in tierces? — I do not know. t 1 1 .. n u 

1013. Upon whose orders was it taken away ?— I could not tell upon whose 

orders. . „ _ , , , ^ ,i 

1014. Was it not upon Mr. Drohan s ? — I could not tell. 

1 0 1 >> How came you to make out the bill to Mr. Drohan r Because, as I said 
before, Mr. Drolmii deals with us ; he works for om- vessels, or my mothers 
vessels ; he is a blacksmith ; I accepted any order of lus. 

1016. Do you keep any books?— Yes. 

1017. Have vou broiiglit them r — No. , , - t .. 1 

101 5. "Were you not summoned to bring your books r I was not summoned 

to bring mv books, and I had not the books to bring. t. i •• ■kt 

1019 Did you make out this account to Mr. Drohan from your books r— Wo, 

I did not. 

’020. Do you keep books? — Yes. 

1021. Did you enterthis 10?. or 12?.in your books?— No._ 

1022. Why not?— Because I had no occasion to enter it to Mr. Drohan s 
running account. 

1023. Wliynot? — There was no occasion for it. 

1024. Did he tell you? — No. . 

1025. Why did you not enter it in this running account?— There was no 
occasion. 

1026. Why not? — Because I had no occasion. 

1 027. Drohan kept a running account with you ? — Yea. 

1028. If yon supplied him with coals and porter to that amount to the 
vessels, did ‘you enter it in that running account generally r— He does not tafce 
away tilings to vessels ; they are our I'essels ; he works for our vessels. 

1020. As a blacksmith? — ^Yes. . 1 , t.-.,. j? ivo«;«o- 

1030. You stated a few minutes ago that they were m the habit ot having 
porter for men in the vessels? — No, I did not state that. 

1031. lYhat is Drohan's running account for generally ?— For coals, spirits, 

and porter, and cash lent. , . . 1 , lonrtinff 

1032. If you supplied to Mr. Drohau coals, spirits, and porter, and ienamg 

cash, you entered it in the running account?— Yes. 

1033. Is that the mode of conducting your business ?— Yes. 

1 oti The regular mode ; if he has coals, spirits, and porter, you enter it in me 

■■““"jI “St°do 7 ou take from Mr.brohaa ; he sets off lus work that he does 
to your vessels, and you enter the coals, spirits, and porter that you supply 

*“'ro7^How often do you generally set it off?— We did not settle for the last 

two years and a half. „ « 7 tUo time of 

1037. I understand you to say that this account of 10?. 01 12?. 
the election was notentered in any running account? No. Explain 
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1038. Explain to the Committee wlty r-I could not tell why; my mother 

told me I had no need to enter it. ^ ^ moiner 

1039. And you did not enter this in the running account*— No 

1040. On account of your mother’s telling you not i— Yes. 

1041. Did you make out an account for the lol. or 12I 5—1 made an the 

orders. 1 mo 

1042. What orders did you make up the account from?-Froni orders 

Mr. Drohaii gave me. ^lucis 

1043. Were those oi'dei-s written on paporr — They were 

1044- Sjurits and porter ?-I thiuk they were mostly for porter 

1045. Which Mr. Drolmu wroto on paper ?— Yes. ^ 

1046. You kept those orders upon the papers, and made out the acconnt to 
the amount of 10/. or 12/. from those orders?— Yes. 

1047. Where did you keep the orders that Mr.’ Drohau gave you f-I kent 

them m the sljop. ° l 

1048. Did you put them on a file ?— No. 

1049. were orders, you say, for porter mostly ? Yes 

1 050. Where was the porter sent to r— I could not tell. 

10,51. Who brought the written orders to you from Mr. Drohan upon which 
you supplied the porter r— I could not tell ; I do not know. 

1052. Cannot you give the Committee the names of any persons who brought 

you the orders of Mr, Drohan ; the written orders on which you supplied the 
porter ?— I do not know. '' ‘ ^ 

1053. Were they taken away in a cart?— I do not know. 

1054. and recollect? — I do not know how they were taken away. 

1055. How large is a tierce of porter ; could one person carry it ? — No. 

1056. Is a tierce 42 gallons? — I could not tell. 

1057' h the third ot a butt? — I do not know. 

1058. How many gallons are there in a tierce?— I do not know. 

1059. About how ramiy gailous ? — 1 do not know. 

1060. What is the price of a tierce ?— One pound si.x shillings is the wholesale 

price. ® 

1061. lhat is the half tierce? — No, a whole tierce. 

106’. Now the.se written orders were brought to you from Drohan upon 
winch you. supplied it; can you tell how many you supplied upon the written 
orders ?— I do not know. 

1063. About how nuuiy written orders bad you from which you made out your 
account? — I do not know. 

1064. You can tell me whether it wa.s five or 20?— 1 could not. 

1065. I think you do yourself injustice as manageress of the business? — It is 
two years ago ; I do not recollect. 

1066. Can you tell about how many written orders you had, which you say 
you preserved in your shop, and from which you say you made out your bill ?— 

I could not tell bow many orders. 

1067. pan you tell the Committee to the best of yonr I’ecollection, about how 
roany written orders you had, upon wiiicii you made out the account; 1 am not 
asking- you the exact number ? — I could not tell the exact number. 

1068. Will you say that you had not 20 ? — I could not say ; I do not know 
the number. 

lofip. Did you make out the bill yourself from the written orders? — I did. 

tO/O. In your own handwriting? — Yes. 

1071. Can you tell the Committee now, as you made out the bill yourself in 
your own handwriting, how many written orders you think there were? — I could 
not tell. 



1072. Should you be safe in saying 20? — I could not be safe in saying 
whether there were three, 10 , or 15 . 

Or 20? — I could not tell whether there were three, four, or five. 

^074- You came to London on the former petition of Mr. Flaherty’s? — Yes. 

^ 075 - At that time did you bring the written orders with you? — No. 

^076. Did you bring your books with you ? — No. 

^077. What did you do after you had made out the bill from the written 
orders in your own handwriting: what did you do with the orders ? — They are 
given up. 8 ^ 

162. E 2 1078. To 



£lita Cmjtcj!. 
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I07f! To »hom > -I could not tell to «hom ; I made out the bill, and left it 
in the slioi), and I do not know where it was sent to. . 

1079. Ion made out the bill in your own handwritmg from the written 

”^o 8 o 7 Yoi^laie stated to the Committee, that you cannot tell bow many 

there were a— I do not know how many there w'ere. 

ToVi. After von had made out the bill, what d.d yon do w,th the writ en 
orders V_I do not know where they were sent to; I only make out the hills, 

o"8LTon had ”lte ‘orferrput befoi-e yon from which yon WUs ; 

what did vou do with tlie written orders after yon made out the bills . I made 
out the bills, and niiined the orders to the back of the book. 

1083 As a lady of business, I suppose you treated the orders as vouchers, as 
we cal' them, to justify the bill ; to check the bill Yon seem to be a very m- 
telliwent lady; haiing made out the bill and pmued tie orders to the back of it 
Xudid yoi. do with the bill and the orders ?-I think it was sent 1 do not 
know ; I do not go with the bills myself, but leave them to be sent out. 

1084. What did you do with it yourself r— I left it m the shop. 

loS*;. Did you make out the bill and send It out Yes. _ . , t 

1086. To whom did you send it’-I do imt know where it was sent to, but I 
ihink it was sent to town ; I do not know to what jdace. 

10S7. What(ioyoumeanl)y“totown”?— ToDungarvan. 

1088 Do vou mean to James Boland ; do you know him r— I know him. 

1089. Did'you send the bill to him ?-I do not know whether it was sent to 

him or not, for I did not go with it. , , , -n i » Kill 

lOQO It is suggested that you did not send the bill ; you made out the bill m 
your own liandmiting, and as a lady of business, you pinned the orders as 
vouchers to the back uf the bill; to wliom did you give that bill alter you had 

written it out?-I left it in the shop. _ . . , , , , , 

1 001 To find its way to anybody ?— I left it m the shop to be sent out. 

1092. Who takes out your bills generally ?~Sometimes one oi our servants, 
sometimes my brother, and sometimes ray sister. 

looq Was not that bill sent to James Boland?— I could not tell. 

1004. I must ask you this question very distinctly. I ask you if you do not 
know that that bill with the orders was sent to James Boland ? 

[The Witness was ordered to withdraw. 

Mr. Hoxce was heard to object to the question. 

Mr. James was heard against the objection. 

The Committee were of opinion that the question might be put. 

The Witness was re-called, and further Examined by Mr. James. 

1005. I must ask you this question, and you must allow me to caution you 
about your answer ; do you not know that that bill with the orders was sent_ o 
James feoland ?— I do not kuow it ; lam not certain whether it was sent to mm 
or not, but I think it was ; I would not give my oath to it. 

1096. Do you know who took the bill'— I do not know; I did not ask ray 

mother. , 

1097. Do you mean to adhere to that answer, that you do not know wiio to 

the bill?— 1 am not certain who brought it, ^ 

ioq8. I told you just now that I must give you a caution ; do you ku 
person of the name of Richard Byrne? — 1 do. . . <.„cwf>r 

loqq. Now having mentioned his name to you, do you persist m your a 
that you do not know who delivered that bill?— I am certain Mr. Byrne 
nothing to do with my bill. , , , .k.. 

1100. Do you persist in vour answer that you do not know who delivered 
bill r_I do not know who" brought it; I said I would not take my oath w 
brought it ; I asked ihy mother; she said she gave it to my sister, and wheie y 
sister went with it I do not know. 

1)01. Have you a sister who delivers bills ? — Yes. is 

1 102. What was her name? — She does not know what the bills wei ; 
very young. 1103. Did 
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1103. Did slie sometimes deliver bills? — Only very seldom. 

1 104. Was tliat the sister that you mentioned just now? Yes. 

1105. Do you not know that that bill was given to your sister to deliver to 

James Boland I would not give my oath to it; I would not taJce mv oath to 
anything that I do not know. •' 

nod. What is your belief ? — 

[The Witness was ordered to withdraw. 
Mr. Rowe was heard to object to the question. 

Mr. James was heard against the objection. 

The Chairman stated that the Committee was of opinion that the oues- 
tion could not be put. ‘ 



Eliza Curi-cji. 
•35 March 3S54. 



Tlio Witness wns re-called, and fimlicr Examined by Mr. Jams. 

1107. Attend to inc; have you got a copy of the summons that was served 
upon you to give me ?— I have not ; Mr. Ktzgerald has it ; I saw him put it into 
his pocket. ‘ 

no8. Which Fitzgerald? — The young man that came over with me from 
Dungarvan. 

1109. When did you give it to him? — The day we were coming down, 
asked him to keep it in his pocket for me. 

Mr. Fitzgerald was called into the room and ordered to produce the 
summons. 

Mr. Fitzgerald produced the summons, and then withdrew. 

1110. Mr. James.'] How came this gentleman to have itr— I came under his 
protection. 

nil. Do you attend here in consequence of the illness of your mother ? — Yes. 

1112. And you were allowed to come here as a witness instead of her? — Yes. 

m3. Do you know that she received a summons to produce all her accounts, 
books, bills, receipts, and -so on? — Yes. 

IH4. And you saw her?— Yes. 

1 115. And It was arranged that you should come as a witness instead of vour 
mother ?— She is unwell ; she does not transact any business. 

1116. You know she had a summons? — I know it. 

1117. To produce all books, accounts, bills and receipts? — 

The Witness was ordered to withdraw. 

Mr. Rowe objected to the question on the ground that the witness was 
asked to speak to a written document. 

Mr. James was heard against the objection; and stated that he was 
putting this question to lay the foundation for an application to the Com- 
mittee for an order for the production of the books and papers. 

The Chairman a.sked whether the learned Counsel was in a condition to 
show that the mother had been served with a summons to produce books 
and papers. 

Mr. James stated, that he was in a condition to prove that the mother was 
served with a copy of the original paper, which he held in his hand ; that 
the application was made to the agent who served it ; that in consequence 
of the infi rm state of the motlier’s health the daughter should be allowed 
to attend, and that it was expressly notified to the daughter that she should 
bring all these accounts, books, bills, receipts and other documents, and 
that she undertook to do so. 

The Chairman stated that the Committee were of opinion the question 
might be put. 

The Witness was recalled, and further Examined by Mr. James. 

... * ’ 1 8. Do you know that she had a summons to. produce all accounts, books, 
Dills and receipts ? — (JSfo answer.) 

’*^ 9 - Committee.] Were you requested to bring the books and accounts in 
162. B2 your 
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Toiir house ;-It was in the summons to have me appear before the Committee, 
and it was in my mother’s summons to produce papers, books and receipts ; but 
mv mother does not do any business ; she leaves it all to me. 

1 1 20. Were you requested to bring them r-I have not the books to produce ; 

I was desired to appear before the Committee. 

1,01 Who has the books ;-I have no account, except a private account; I 
keep ‘an account against Mr. Drohan ; I have a miming account against him. 

1122. Are there no books kept ?— There are books kept. 

1,23. Who has them r-I have tlie keeping of them; I did not bring them 
here, for they have nothing to do with this. , , 1 ,i 

n24. Where are the orders?- They were given up when I made up the 
bills; I pinned the orders to the hack of the bills, and left them m the shop, and 

the bill was sent out. , « -.r i i -n 

1 1 25. Whoever got the hills got the order ?— Yes ; whoever got the bills got 

the order. 

1126. Have you no bills remaining?— No. 

1127. No account of the money ?-No account of the money but the amount 
of the bill that was paid. 

1128. Did you look over the bills to see il there were any before you came 
away ?— 1 bad not them ; I know I did not enter it. 

^ 1 20. Do YOU keep all the accounts yourself?—! do. 

1130. Does YOur sister keep any ?— No, no one but myselt- 

\ i n . You never made an entry in the books at all r— Not of those orders. 

1132 All other drink except what was given upon these orders would be 
entered in your book? — Yes, everything. 

1133. Why did you not enter these orders? — Because it only happened for 

^ Tjst^'Did you not enter all things ?-0f course, for coal and culm, and things 

of that kind. , „ t 1 

ins Why enter those things, and not these?— I enter them sometimes every 
evening, and sometimes every morning ; 1 made up the amount of these orders, 
and made a bill of it. 

1 136. And kept no copy?— No. 

1 137. Did you look over it before you came away ? — 1 did not. 

1138 Did vou give any undertaking to any gentlemen that you would bring 
over what your mother had ?— I said before, my mother never transacts any 
liusiness, nor has she clone so for the last six years. 

1139- Do you not attend in her place? — We both were summoned at one 

n'40. Did you not undertake to attend in her place, as she was sick?— She 
could not come, as she was unwell. 

3141. Did you undertake to come in her place r — Yes. 

1142. Did you say to the gentleman, or anybody who spoke to you about 
coraino-, that you would bring over the papers ? — It was the last words that Mr. 
M‘Ni 'en said, to bring over the books, and I said I could not bring them, lor 
I liad no books to bring. 

1143. Have you any books?— Of course. . 

1144. Why did you not bring them?— What right had I to bring private 

Wliy did you not bring them?— I had no need to bring them- 

1146. Did you tell Mr. M'Niven you would?— I said I had not them to 
bring : Mr. M‘Niven wanted to have me say I had books for the election. 

1147. Was anything said about books ?— The last words that Mr. M Niven 
said was, “ Bring'' the books;” I said I could not, because I had no books. 

1 148. Have you any books ?- Of course we have, but nothing to do with tms 

1 149. Yon have books ?— I have books ; any one in business must keep hooks. 

1 150. They have an entry of everything except these orders? — Yes. 

1151. Why did you not bring the books over to show us that?— X coma n 
bring them ; I keep so many books that it would be impossible to bring t em. 

1152. Those books must be produced? — I could not produce them. 

[The Witness withdrew. 

Mr. 



time. 
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Mr. K^KslateJ that Mr. James had called upon the Witness to produce 
a certain summons, and was heard to contend tliat Mr. James before anv 
question could bo put to the Witness, should produce the summons. ^ 
Mr. James in the siimnjons. 



Eliza Curren, 



25 March 1854. 



The Witness was recalled, and further Examined by the Committee, as follows; 

1153. Yon said Just now that you had given up the orders when the bill was 
sent in, and that you had entered notliiug but the amount?— I did not enter even 
the amount. 

1154. You did not enter the amount? — I did not. 

1155 Then I misunderstood you; I suppose in the ordinary course you 
would have entered it m some books ? — Of course I would. 

1 156. What kind of a book ?— It would have been a small account-book or a 
large account-book. 

1 157. Was the bill paid ? — It was. 

1 158. Who received tlieimmey?— Mymothergot the money, and handed it tome 

1159. And yon entered It?— No. 

1160. Not in the cash-book? — I do not keep a cash-book. 

1 161. Have you no book at all for the receipt of money ? — No one has anv 

thing to do with the business but myself. *' 

1162. Ikt you spoke of having so many books r— These were for coal, culm 

spirits and water. ’ 

1 163. Do you mean to say that you received 10 ?. or 12 1 . from any one with- 
out entering it in some book? — 1 did not enter it; there is no one pays or 
receives money but myselt, and I have come at considerable inconvenience and 
expense to myself, leaving my business for a whole week to come here. 

J 1 fi4. Neither the amount of the goods supplied, nor the money that was paid 
you tor them, was entered in any book that you have ? — No, sir. 



Mr. Janies stated that he should have to make an application for the pro- 
duction of those books, and requested to know at what time it would be 
convenient that he should be heard to make that application. 

The Chamnan stated that the learned Counsel might use his own discre- 
tion as to the time when he made the application. 

1365. Mr. Jaiiics (to the Witness).'] Who paid the bill? — I could not tell you 
who paid it, but 1 got the money. 

1166. From whom did you get the money ? — From my mother. 

1167. As you got the money, you can tell us how much it was? — It was 
about 10 1 . or 12/. I am certain that it was not more, but I could not swear to 
the exact amount. 

1 168. I will put the exact figure ; was it not the amount of 17 1 . ?— I will not 
swear to what it was. 

1 169. Will you swear that it was not r — I am certain that it was not so much. 

1170. \ on will swear that if, was not ? — I will swear that it was not. 

1171. Was it 1() /. and a fraction ? — I could not tell the amount of the bill. 

1172. Was your mother cupableof leaving her shop? — She may for a short time. 

3 173' Where was the money paid to her? — I did not ask her. 

3374- Was any person present when she entered tlie money ? — Not that I am. 
aware of. 

.,y75' Do you keej) a cash-book, in which you enter a sum of that sort? — I 
told the Chairman that I did not keep a cash-book. 

Drohan had paid you, upon his running account, 15 ?. or 16 1 ., would 
you have entered that ? — He never paid me any money ; he genei’ally works it. 

3377. You say that you lent him money ? — I often lent him a few shillings. 

. 3178, If Mr. Drohan had paid you a sum of 16 /. should you have entered it 
iQ his running account ? — Of course, if he had paid for coals or spirits, I would. 

3179. Why did you not enter this ? — He gave me orders and I made up the 
orders on a bill, and pinned tlie orders to the back of the bill. 

3180. Is that your reason for not entering the receipt in your books? — Yes. 

3181. How soon alter the election did you receive the money, whatever 
It was ?— I could not tell. 

3382. About how soon ? — I could not swear. 

*^2. E 4 1183. Was 
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1 1 Si. M'as it in August?— I could not swear. 

ust Do you mean to say that?— I could not swear what time of the year 

it was. __ 

US'). Was it after the election ? — Yes, it was._ r, it- i tr 

1186. Have you any doubt? — I am certain it was after the election, but I 

would not swear as to what time. _ „ t j- 1 * i- 

1187. Was Boland in your house during the election ? — I did not see him. 

1 1 88. Try and recollect ? — No. •* t j-i 
nSg. Will you state that he was not? — I could not swear it; I did not 

see him there. , . 0 r • i.i .. t n 

1 1 00. You are sure that you did not see him ?— I am certain that I did not 
see him in my house during the election ; he was a man that came into my 
house very seldom. 

iiqi. Your mother’s house?— Yes. , . , at « 

1102 Did you see Bolaud there after the election ? — No. j 
1 193'. Never?— He is now in Australia ; I often saw him before he went. 

] 194. Did you see him shortly after the election ? — No. 

1 iQ*) Did you speak to him about this bill r No. 

119I Do you know Patrick Ronayne?— I do not know that I ever spoke to 

him. ^ . 

1 1Q7- Do you know him? — I know him. 

I iq 8. Was he at your house during the election ?— Never, 
iiqq You say that the orders were for tierces of porter; did part of this 
bill cSsist of spirits, supplied at your shop ?— I said it was for spirit, porter 

and coals. ,, t u ^ 

1200. Where were the spirits consumed ?— i could not teU. 

1201*. Now, comer— I could not say; 1 said that before; you want to 

'^"i^a^^You told me you sent out tierces of porter?— Because our house is a 
very small house, and we have not room for persons to drink. 

1203. Bid you send the spirits away ?— I could not say ; I am not aware, 

1204. You have stated that a portion of the bill consisted of tierces of porter 
sent^away by Droban's orders? — Because our house is small, as I said before. 

1205. You said a portion of the bill consisted of spirits supplied ; now just 
attend: were those spirits supplied at your bouse, or were they sent away? 

I could not swear, sir, to that. , , „ r 

1206. Bo you mean to tell the Committee that? — I do tell every one ot 

1207. Were any spirits sent out? — I won’t swear to anytliing that I do not 

know of my own knowledge. , r . i i 

1208. Did you serve the beer? — Of course I did; but I cannot be always 

iQog. Were spirits supplied at the bar which forms a portion of tliis bill? 

I suppose so. 

1210 Have you any doubt about it ? — I could not swear it. 

1211. Have you any doubt about it ?— I know I am upon my oath ; I could 

not swear to it ; I cannot swear to anything that did not come under my own 
knowledge, or that I was not present at. , 

1212. I will put this question, and be cautious how you answer it : mu yo« 
not yourself supply spirits at the bar, and see spirits supplied at the bar . 

I supplied spirits every day in my own shop. _ riP 

1 213. Did you not yourself supply spirits which formed a portion ot tins mu . 

— I could not swear. ^ ^ -nnt 

1214. Will you swear you did iiotf— I will not swear that; I could no 

1 21 5. Did you maie any charge for them ?-I could not swear it. 

1216. You did not make a charge for what you did not supply ““J 
given it in spirits, and made the charge for it as porter, as the ordei was 

^ 1217. Did you supply spirits and charge it asporter ?— I could not 
12.8, You-suggeaed it yonrsein-I do not 
porter ; I made up the exact amount, and made the bill, and pmne 
to the back of the bill. 

1219. What spirits did. you supply ?— I could not tell. What 
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1220. What was the spirits ? — Whiskey. 

1221. Did you make any charge to people who had the whiskey, or did you 
give It away?— Of course, I suppose, I got money from some people and some 
J did not ; we gave a great deal on credit. 

,222. The whiskey that was part of the bill, you did not charge the people 
who drank it, and Mr Boland afterwards ?— I never had any dealino-s with 
Mr. Boland ; anything that I dealt for with him in his shop I paid him fJr 

j 223. Did you supply spirits at the bar that you charged in the bill ?-ll do 
not know ; I could not swear, as I said before ; it has liappened over two years • 
I could not swear to what lias liappened two years ao-o. ’ 

1224. Was Mr. Drolian at your house often ?— He was at my house at a time 
wlien I was in the way. 

1225. In 1852 ?— He was mostly there every day of the year. 

1226. Did lie bring people to drink there ?— I could not tell. 

1227. During the election ? — I do not know. 

1228. I must ask the Committee to put that (juestion r — You will not make me 
swear to anything but what I know myself. 

1229. Did Mr. Drohaii, during the election, bring people to drink there I 
did not see him it he did. 

1230. Did ho not bring any people to drink during the election ?— I did not 
see him. 



)231. That you mean the Committee to take as truth?— Yes, of course 

1232. DidMr. Drohan give orders verbally for drink f— I could not tell ■ I 

know he gave me written orders, and if he gave me an order to-morrow I would 
accept it. ’ 

1233. I^id Mr. Drohan give you orders verbally for drink? — I do not 
remember. 



1234. Do you mean to tell the Committee that?— I do. 

1235. Do you mean to tell the Committee that a portion of this bill was not 
tor drink ? — It was for porter. 

1 236. For drink, that Drohan gave you orders for verbally ? — He gave drink 

every day of the week; I do not know whether he was authorised to give it* I 
would accept his order if he gave it to-morrow. ’ 

1237. Did he, during the election, bring any people to drink, and give you 

verbally, orders to supply it ? — I will not swear he did not. * 

1238. Now, you say that your mother handed you the money,- about how long 
was that after the bill had been sent in ? — I do not know how long. 

1239. month? — I do not know, sir, how long. 

1240. Did Mr. Drolian tell you whom to send the bill to?— I did not ask 



1241. Did he tell you ? — He did not. 

1 242. You did not ask him ? — I did not ask him. 

^ 243. Did it not occiiv to you to ask Drohan what was to be done about this 
I 5 i. or 16 ; did you ever ask him for payment ? — No. 

1 244. Why not ; Mr. Drohan gave you the written order ? — I sot an order 

from Mr. Langley also- o j 8 c 

1 245. For what ? — For porter. 

1246. At the election? — Yes. 

1247. Who is Mr. Langley? — Ido not know what he was; he was a sort of a 
gentleman ; I know we lost a great deal of money by him. 

1248. You have been stating that yon never asked Mr. Drohan for the pay- 
ment of the bill ?— No, not Mr. Drohan. 

*249. Nor whom you were to send it to ? — No. 

1250. Why not; as Mr. Drohan gave you the written order, did you not, in 

e ordinary course of business, apply for payment to Mr. Drohan ? — 1 did not. 

1251. Why not? — Because there is a dealing always between Mr. Drohan and 

mother for ship’s work. 

*252. That is your explanation ; that as Mr. Drohan had given you the order, 
was a dealing always between you for ship’s work ? — Yes. 

^253. If tijat is so, how came you to make out the bill? — My mother told me 
to make it out. 



^254. And you made it out? — Yes. 

^255. Did not that strike you as extraordinary? — It did 

extraordinary. 

162. -pi 



not strike me as 
125(3. You 
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You made it out by your mother’s orders ?— Yes. 

1257. Did you hear Mr. Drohan tell your mother against whom you were to 

make out the bill? — I did not. • *,i * tu 

1258. MTien you say that Mr. Langley gave you some order, is that Henry 
Langley of the Abbey Side?— I believe so. 

Mr. stated that he found in the poll-book that Mr. Henry Langley 
polled 190 on the register, Abbey Side, house and garden, and then the 
rental was stated. 

1 0 eq You say you do not know where the tierces of porter went to 

1260. You do not at all ; you mean the Committee to understand that .^-I do ; 

I was not obliged to go to see where they went to. 1 1 ^ 

1261. You do not know now where they went to r — No, I would not swear it. 

1262. Do you know where they went to?— I said I do not know. 

1263. Did they bring back the empty tierces?— I suppose they were delivered 
to Mr. Dower ; he is the brewer, and he gets them. 

1264. Is Mr. J- Dower your brewer ? — Yes. 

1265. Did the empty tierces come back?— I do not know. 

1206 . Try and recollect ? — I do not know. 

1267. Do you mean to tell the Committee, as manageress, conducting your 
mother’s business, that you do not know whether the empty tierces came back . 
—Unless they were delivered up to Mr. Dower’s men, we would have befen 

''’lies *Do'TO^inean to tell the Committee, conducting your mother's business, 
that you do not know whether the empty tierces of porter were brought back.- 
I suppose Mr. Dower’s men got them, or else we should have been charged foi 

Were they sent away by a horse and cart 1 — I could not tell ; I sup- 
pose that is the way they generally take them. 

1270 . With a hoise and cart?— I suppose so. , to . 

1271. The full tierces; were they sent away by horse and cart I do not 

'^°1272. Do vou mean to represent to this Committee, that you do not know 
who took away those tierces of porter upon Mr. Drohan’s order?— No, I could 
not tell ; I will not swear it ; I do not know. 

107a. Did the people who took away the tierces of porter, leave you Mr. 
Dioiiaii's order as a voucher for delivering it to them ?— 1 do not know ; I do 

not thmk^iey^dA^ you get the orders?—! think it was after the election was 

°T27,7. I ask you if you did not get the orders for the delivery of 

before the election, and were not the tierces of porter taken away ?— 1 tmiiK 

was after the election Mr. Drohan gave the orders. . . t 

1276. Was it before or after the election that the porter was delivered .—1 

could not tell that. „ , .. wiii 

1277. I must press that question?— I could not tell, if you pressed it tiu 
morning; I won’t swear it. 

1278 Du you mean to tell this Committee, that you cannot state whetner 1 
was before the election or after that the tierces of porter were delivered . 
could not tell, but I know it was after the election that Mr. Drohan gave the ciders. 
1279. Where did Mr. Drohan give the orders or write them? — I could not 

™™So. Did he not write those orders in your presence?— I could no? *®''- 

1281. I must put that to you again?— You want to puzzle me; 1 . 

answer anything but the truth. t,.,. v ry,i77lp me, 

1282. It is you that want to puzzle me, 1 thmkr— You are paid to puzzle m , 

but you won’t puzzle me. , , . 

1 283. I ask you if Mr. Drohan did not write those orders in your presence . 

I will not swear it ; it is over two yeai-s ago. . 

1284. Will you swear that he did not?— I will not swear one way or 

”^^^285. Did he not write those orders in your shop, and in your presence r— 
I will noi swear it. ^286. Did 
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12S6 Did you ask him for a writfen order, or did he suggest it?-I do uot 
know ; 1 did not ask him. i uu uoc 

1287. Did he give tlie orders after tl.e porter had been sent away, or before i 
—Ido not know, ft n was merely a couple of months after it svould be sone- 
thmg, but It IS over two years ; I do not recollect 

1288. Did you supply the porter before the orders?-! do not know 

1269. You made out the Lull before the orders r— Certainly I did 

f owf "''"T- f "n ■“’* know ; I made up the amount 

from the oideis which Drolmti gave, and made out the bill ^ 

1291. Did the orders state the tpiaiftity.?— I suppose so.' 
in CTe?y dty ’”'"8' l'«>plc to your Ijouse to drink ?— He brings people 

1293. Did he during the election ?— He does every day, as I said before, 

1294. Did he during' the election ? — I suppose he did, for he brings them in 

every day. ® 

1295. Is he in the habit every day of giving orders for tierces ofporterJ- 
No, but lie brings in people to treat tlicm every day. 

1296. He does not bring in orders for tierces of porter every dav>— I believe 

not. ^ ^ 

1297. Has he done it since 1852 r— Not that I am aware of. 

1298. Has there ever been any orders from Mr. Drohau since 1852 that vou 
have not entered into the account ?-He does not keep a very heavy account 
with us now, because iliere is a very heavy bill due of him 

1299. Did he give you a receipt?— My mother did not ask him for a receipt. 

1300. You did not eater it m any book to Mr. Drohan’s account?— I did not 
enter it into any account. 

] 30] . tio wit’ll tile money ? — Of course I made use of it. 

1302. Was Mr. Drohan at your house on the polling-day ? -I said a while 
ago he IS mostly every day in my mother’s house. 

1303- Was he in the bouse on the polling-day?—! do not know: I could not 
swear it. 

1304. Did he take people from your house to the poll ?— I do not know. 

recollect; did any people breakfast at your house on the 
pollmg-d^ ?— Ihere was nobody breakfasted at our house but our own family 

1306. Did he take people from your house to the poll?— I did not see him 

1307. Was he there on the polliug-day ?— He may have been there in the 
moiTiing or the evening, for he comes mostly every day. 

1308. You said that you supplied to Langley'how much ?-I bad the order 
lor a tierce of porter. 

1309. Who paid for that ?— 1 put that to the bill also. 

^ ‘^jerce of porter, and you put that into 
tfiis bill of Drohan’s ?— I thought it the best way to make it out altogether. 

1311. You put Langley's order for the tierce of porter into this bill?— Yes. 

1312. Did any one tell yon to put that into the bill? — I did it from myself. 

’ 313 ; You seem not to have merely made out the bill in compliance with your 

mother’s direction,?, but you acted upon your own directions?— She eenerallv 
tells me. ^ 

’314- Did she tell you to put Langley’s order to Drohan’s account ?— Not that 
1 Know of; she leaves me to manage everything as I wish myself. 

1315- Where did Langley’s order for porter go to? — I do not know who 
drank it. 

1316. Was it drunk at your house ?— No. 

1 31 7 - Who took it away ? — I do not know. 

131 8. Was it taken away ? — I do not know. 

1319* Do not you know whether Langley’s porter was taken away ? — No. 

, 1320. Was it a tierce? — To the best of my knowledge I think it was a 
tierce. 

1321. Was it not a butt? — I do not know what you mean by a butt. 

1322. Will you tell me whether it was a tierce or a butt ? — It was a tierce of 
porter. 

1323. Was Langley’s tierce of porter, which was put to Drohan’s bill, sent away 
from the house? — It was not drunk in the house, I am certain. 

1324. Then, was it sent away? — Idonotknow; it was not drunk in the house ; 
"^0 do not allow people to drink in the house ; the place is so small. 

F 2 1325. Was 
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1325. Was it sent away I — I suppose it was, as it was not drunk there. 

1320. Where was it sent tor — 1 was not obliged to go to watch ; 1 have some- 
thing else to attend to. 

1327. It was busy times ? — Every day is busy with me. i i ■? 

1328. Were you in the habit of trusting Langley; he owed you a great deal ot 

money, you say? — Yes. ^ j ^ 

1 329. Did you trust him for that ? — I trusted Langley ; he owed a great deal 

of money before. t a i.* 

1330. Then what made you put this to Drohan’s account?— because 1 thought 
Langley owed enough money. 

133]. Did Drohan object to it? — He did not- 

1332. Did you put Langley’s order in your books? — I did not. 

1 333. Had you a running account with Langley ? — I had not. 

1334. Why did you not put it to Langley’s account? — I do not know. 

1335. Will you explain that? — I made up the account altogether. 

1336. When we get the books, we shall see? — ^They cannot come ; so it is 

no use. , j 1 If 

1337. Why not?— Mr. Langley is gone away nearly a year and a halt. 

133S. 'Wlien the books come we shall turn to July 1853 ?— There is no 

account of July 1852 . 

1339. Shall we find in your books a running account? — ror coal, culm, and 

^^^340. Shall we find in your books a running account between Ciirren on the 
one side and Langley debtor? — I do not think we gave Langley any account 
for the last two or three years, because for what he owed he gave us a bill, and 
my mother was obliged to take it up and pay herself; and we thought that was 
enough. 

1341. To the best of your recollection is there a running account in your 
books between Curren and Langley? — No, not for any orders for drink. 

1342. Is there a running account upon other matters? — There is ; but it may 
be two or three, or four years ago ; he lived in a house of my uncle’s, and after 
he left that house he left" off dealing with us. 

1343. Wiiat did he owe?— Sixteen pounds odd; it is more than two or three 
years ago. 

1344. How came you to trust him with more porter in 1853 ? — I do not 
know how it was; I was giving it against my will to him. 

1345. How came you to trust him with a tierce of porter when he owed you 
16 /.; he settled his account witli you in a very pleasant manner, leaving you to 
take up the bill ; how came you to trust him with a tierce of porter when he 
owed you 16/.r — It was given partly against my will. 

1346. Was that the reason you put it to Drohan’s account? — When I made 
up the account I included that. 

1 347. Did Mr. Langley give you a written order ? — I believe he did. 

1348. Did he tell you to put it into Drohan’s bill? — No, it was from myself. 

1349. Did you trust Langley upon his order? — I did, although it was against 
my will ; I did not trust him, nor did I like to refuse him. 

1350. Did he come with it? — I do not know. 

1351. Did you see him about that order? — I didnot; I did not ask him a word 
about it. 

1352. Who brought Mr. Langley’s order? — I could not tell. 

13,53. Did Langley himself? — I do not know. 

1354. You said you did not like to trust him? — I do not know who brought 
the order. 

1355. Who gave it to you?— I do not know. , 

1 356. Did you put it with the other orders ? — I pinned them all together, an 

made up the amount. , 

1357. Was this order of Langley’s pinned with the others to the back 01 the 

bill?— It was. . 

1358. Was any objection made to pay Langley’s? — Not that I am aware or. 

1359. Were there no other orders beside Langley's and Drohau’s? — I do no 
know ; I could not swear. 

1360. Well, we shall see by and by, when we get the bills? — If you have a 

bill to produce, I know my own handwriting. . . 

1361. I have not got the bill?-.-I only made up the one bill, and sent 
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1362. In that bill you so made up, were there any orders besides Mr. 
Drohan’s and Mr. Langley’s ?— I do not know ; I could not swear. 

1363. To the best of your recollection? — I could not swear. 

1364. Do you mean to tell the Committee that you do not know whether any 

other person gave orders besides Drolian and Langley ?— I vron’t swear anything 
about what I am not exactly sure of. ® 

3365. Tell me to the best of your recollection?—! will not swear anything 
that I am not sure of. 

1366. You cannot tell ? — I will not swear it. 

1367. What books are there? — We do not keep much account for spirits ; it 
is for coals and culm ; it was the last words that I told Mr. M'Niven, that I had 
no books to bring, before Mr. Kiley, on Friday. 

1368. You made out this bill, you say, from the orders ? — Yes. 

1369. Who is the bill headed to? — 

[The Witness was ordered to withdraw. 



Eliza Curmi. 
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Mr. Rozve was heard to object to the question on the ground that it was 
asking the witness to speak to the contents of a written document. 

The Chairman stated the Committee were of opinion that the question 
could not be put. 



The Witness was re-called, and further Examined bj’’ Mr. James. 

1370. Did you put the bill in an envelope ? — No ; I do not think I did. 

1371 . Try and recollect ? — I do not think I did ; I did not, certainly. 

1372. Did you fold it up as a letter, and direct it? — I folded it up in a 
note. 

1373. Did you direct it with your own handwriting? — I did. 

1374. Who to? — 

[The Witness was ordered to withdraw. 

• Mr. Rowe objected to the question on the ground that the witness was 
asked to state tlie contents of a written document. 

Mr. James was heard against the objection. 

The Chairman stated the Committee were of opinion that the question 
might be put. 



The Witness was again called in, and Examined by Mr. James. 

' 375 ' You stated that you made out this bill that you folded as a note ; I 
used the expression envelope, and you said 3'ou addressed it on the outside?— 
i am not very sure ; I could not swear to it ; I said I folded it up. 

Tlie shortliaiid-writer was directed to read the following questions and 
answers : Q. Did you fold it up as a letter, and direct it ? — A. I folded it 

■up in a note. Did you direct it with you own handwriting? — A. 1 



The Witness . — I much prefer being asked by the Chairman, than by you, 
because you do not give me time to answer the question. 

337 b- You do not give me time to ask the question ; did you fold it up as a 
nute, and direct it in your own handwriting ? — I did. 

^ 377 * To whom ? — It is two years ago ; I could not swear w-hether I directed 
It to Mr. Andrew Drolian or to Mr. Maguire ; I will not swear to which. 

337B. What makes j’ou not swear as to whether you addressed it to Mr. 

lohau or to Mr. Maguire r — You might as well ask me what dress I wore on 
da*^ > uny one in business cannot recollect what they are doing every 

\ 379 - To the best of vour recollection, did you address it to Mr. Maguire ? — I 
could not tell. ' 

33^0. Will you swear you did not? — I will not. 

3301. Had you received any directions to send that bill for the porter to Mr. 

aguire - — -Will you repeat the question ? 



162. 
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1^82 Have you received any directions from any person to send the bill for 
the porter to Mr. Maguire ?— I do not know whether Andrew Drohan told me 

To the best of your recollection, did not Andrew Drohan tell you to 
direct the bill to Mr. Maguire ?— I do not know whether he did or not ; I could 

not swear it. . t , 1 

1 284 To the best of your recollection r— I could not swear it. 

1385. Was the letter sent by post?— No; I generally make up the bills, and 

leave them in the shop to be sent out. t * 1 *1 vn 

1386 What makes you entertain a doubt whether you directed that bill to 
Mr. Drohan or to Mr. Maguire?— I make up so many bills and write so many 
letters, that I cannot think of everything. . , x- ‘ tvt r 

1387. Had you ever any account with Mr. Maguire before .-—iNever, of course. 

1388. To the best of your recollection, did you not address that letter to Mr. 
Maguire ?— I could not swear whether I did or not. 

1 380 To the best of your recollection, did you r— (Ao answer.) 

\ 390. You will not swear that you did not ?— 1 will not swear wliether I did, 

or did not. . • • i-p ^ 

1391. Have you ever written any oilier letters to Mr. Maguire ni your life ?— 

I never wrote a letter to Mr. Maguire. t h 1 

1392. Did you ever address a letter to Mr. Maguire ?— I never addressed a 

letter to Mr. Maguire in my life. , , . 

1 393 - What makes you doubt wliether you adiiresseil this ? — because so many 
things happen that I cannot recollect everything. t , , » 

1304. This is about writing a letter to Mr. Maguire? — I could not tell 
whether I addressed it to Mr. Andrew Drohan or to Mr. Maguire ; I could not 

1395* were not present when the money was paid to your 

mother? — No. . i, • 1 

1 396. Were you in the house at the time r— bhe gives me all monies she 

receives when she goes out. 

1397 Do you represent to the Committee that she received this money at the 
house, or was it paid to her out of the house ?— I think it was paid to her out ot 
the house ; she is in a bad state of healtli ; she hardly ever goes out. 

1398. That might make you think that it was paid at home?— It was not 
paid at home. 

1399. Is it a usual thing her goiug out ?— She may sometimes go out to 
Dungarvan once on a day ; frequently slie may not be able to go for a fortnight 
after. 

1400. What money was it: gold ?— I do not know whether it was notes or 

. 1 . 

1401. Was it a cheque upon a bank ? — 1 do not thmk it was. 

1402. You had it? — It is notes that she generally takes ; but 1 do not know 

whether it was notes or gold. , t i 1 • i- 

1403. This which you had was a cheque upon the bank? — I do not think 
it was. 

1404. Did you take in the “ Cork Examiner” ? — I never took it. 



Examined by the Committee. 

1405. When your mother gave you the money that she had received, what 

did she say to you ? — If she saw a person tliere she would not know them to- 
morrow ; she was able to travel last summer to Dublin. _ f .1 *• 

1406. Did you know when you received the money that it was for tiiat 
bill?— I could not tell what length of time it was. 

1407. I want to know whether you knew when your mother ga^e you 

money that it was for the payment of the bill you made out to Drohan. 
could not swear whether I did know it or not ; I thought it was. ^ 

1 408. Do you know anything about it, except what your mother said to you . 
—No, 1 do not ; everv money she gets she gives me when she comes m. 

[The Witness was ordered to withdraw. 

The shorthand-writer struck out several answers of the witness, as to 
what her mother had told her, by the direction of the Committee. 

Mr. ^ 
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Mr. James was heard to apply to the Committee to put the following 
question : “ At the time your mother handed the money for the bill to you, 
accompanying that act wiiat statement did she make ? ” — 

Mr. Rqv)c was heard to object to the question. 

The Oiamnan stated that the Committee were of opinion that the question 
could not be put. 

Mr. James was heard to apply that the books of the witness might be 
produced. 

Mr. Rowe stated he would not resist the production of the books. 

The Chaimnan stated ho was of opinion that it was verv material that 
the books should Ije produced, on two grounds ; first, that the witness should 
not be allowed to put a construction upon what they should produce, but 
tliat they should obey the order of The House ; and, secondly, because it 
might unduly prejudice the party from its being supposed that they might 
contain something which they did not contain. 



P. W. Fitzgerald was recalled, and further examined by Mr. James, as follows : 

1409. DID you state yesterday tliat you had no books or accounts with refer- 
ence to the hire of your house, and also with reference to the porter supplied by 
you? — 1 do not think I had ; they may be sent for if you wish it. 

1410. To the best 0! your recollection now, are there auy entries in any books 
of yours of the supply of any articles during the election ? — To the best of my 
recollection, there are not. 

1411. Had you books at that time? — I had books at that time. 

1412. Can you not tell the Committee, with certainty, whether there are any 
entries for the supply of things during the election ? — To tlie best of my recollec- 
tion, I made no eiiti’y ; I had an assistant there that gave me memorandums of 
the complement of porter consumed each day, which memorandums I do not 
know what became of them. 

1413- You have received a summons to produce all books r — Yes. 

1414. Are they in Dungarvan? — They are in Dungarvan at my own house. 

1415- Commitiec.'] Why did you not bring them?— I found no memorandum 
or account. 

141 fi. You ai’c accustomed to see these documents in an attorney’s office ; have 
you anything that comes within that notice ? — I read that particularly, and if I 
had found anything in the books which I had, or any memorandum, I should 
have brought them. 

I 4 t 7 - That is not the thing; are those books in Dungarvan ?— They are. 

1418. Why did you not bring them? — I thought there was no occasion, as 
there was no entry made in them. 

1419. Would you not know, at Nisi Prius, that under this order, a witness 
ought to produce all his documents ? — I see now that I should have done so. 

1420. Can you send for them? — Yes. 



Examined by Mr. Huddleston. 

1421. Can you funiish us with the address of Doyle and Sheehan ? — I can of 
Sheehan. 



1422. As he made the entries you could confi.de to him your books, which he 
could bring over ? — I could give you the address of Sheehan. 

1423. what was the man’s name who made the entries? — I mentioned yester- 
day here, I was not aware wliether it was Sheehan or Doyle. 

1424. Who is Sheehan ? — J. Sheehan is now porter to the Fever Hospital of 
Dungarvan. 

1425. What was he in 1852 ? — He had no employiuent. 

H26. How came he to make entries in your boo*ks ? — He made no entries in 
niy books; he just kept a little slip of paper; I do not know what happened 
them ; he was an honest man, and I kept him there in order to have no injury 



occur to the house, as a confidential man. 

^427. Did he make entries in your books for you ? — I tell you he did not; 
lie only kept little memorandums. 

162. F 4 1428. Where 



Eliza CtiTren. 



25 March 1854. 



P. W. Fitzgerald, 
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1428. Where are those slips of paper on which he made memorandums ?— 

I tell you I do not know wliat happened to them ; I never thought it would come 
to this ; I never kept them. 

1429. Can you give me the address of Shean ? — John Sheehan, porter to the 
Fever Hospital, Abbey Side, Dnngarvan. 

3430. What was the other man’s name ? — Thomas Doyle ; I do not know at 
present where he is. 

1431. Where was he when you heard of him last? — I should say it was about 
two months ago I saw him last. 

1432. What was he doing ? — He had no employment. 

3433- ^32 the person who made entries in your books ? — I could not say 

nOw, indeed. 

1434. What was his employment in 1852 ,? — In 1852 he was in the employ- 
ment of Mr. John Dower ; he was after being discharged. 

1435. After the election ?— Before tlie election he was discharged. 

1436. And you took him — I took him. 

1437. To assist you at the election?— To assist me to give out the porter and 

tap the porter. , e- 

3438. Now tell me where was Thornes Doyle when you heard of him last 
In Dungarvan. ^ 1 , 

1439. Whereabouts? — I think somewhere about Fair-lane ; he lived above the 

brewery. „ _ . , 

1440. Do you know where he lives now ?— I think he left Dungarvan ; 1 have 
not seen him for the last four or five months. 

1441. Have you heard where he has gone to ? — No. 

1442. Have you never heard of his address ? — Never. 

1443. Have you any notion where you could find him ?— -Not the least. 

1444. Supposing you wanted him yourself, how would you set about to find 
him?— I do not know, unless I went back to Dungarvan, and inquired. 

1445. Where would you inquire ? — Perhaps at the brewery. 

1446. Some of the men, or Mr. Dower, might know him? — Exactly. 

1447. Had he any relations at Dungarvan? — Whom? 

1448. Doyle ?— 1 think he had a wife and family. 

1449. Are they still at Dungarvan ? — I am not aware. 

1450. Has he got a mother or father f — I am not sure. 

1451. Do you know of his having a father and mother ? — I do not know. 

1452. Have you never heard? — No. , 1. i 

1453. Is there any other place that you would apply to, but the breweiy, 

supposing you wanted him for yourself? — If he is to be found out at all, he woulci 
be found there. „ . , , i 

1454. Supposing you wanted Doyle for yourself, is there any other place t _ 
you would inquire for him at, besides the brewery?— Why, at this house; it is 
near Fair-lane ; he could easily be discovered. 

1455. Are there any friends of his there? — I dare say the neighbours there 

could easily tell. ^ . 1. 1 „ 

1456. Have you any objection to allow Mr. Sheehan to bring your books 10 

you : you can write, and tell Sheehan where your books are ; will save 

expense, and perhaps save you the trouble of going over yourself.-— Ihe only 
objection I have is, that I am not sure which of them was there at the time. 

1457. Are you a married man ? — I am. 

1458. Your books are not locked up? — No. j -u u i-e. 

1459. I suppose you could write to your wife, and ask her to send the 00 , 
she would seal the books safely, and they might he brought over here 

1460. You will undertake to do that? — Yes ; the only book I kept at t e 1 
I was not in business, was just a small waste book. I had no business u 
porter agency at the time. 

1461. You are agent for Mr. Lane?— Yes. ^ _ , 

3462. Have you any other book besides that you have mentioned i 

five or six books that 1 kept as land agent for five or six different gentlemen. 

1463. Have you any books, besides the one that you speak of, v^ich 
contain the entries relative either to the hiring of the rooms in Dungar 
square, or the porter sold there ? — None but tliis waste book. 

1464. None whatsoever?— No. ^ 
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,465. No other hook but this ?-No ; I had no other book at the time, for I ms p ,v ... 
in no other business. ’ '*■ J ' 

1466. Have you any book iu wliicii yon would make an entry of the receipt of =5 Maixh 185,. 
any money ; as, for instance, a cash-book c — No, ^ 

J467, Nothing else but this waste-book? — Nothing else. 

1468. Have you any papers relative to either the°selling of the porter, or the 
hiring of the room None that I recollect; I do not know what happened 
then. 

14C9. Where would they be, if there were any ? — I could not say. 

1470. Where do you keep your papers f~I keep some of them in Mr. Hearn’s 
office ; I keep some ol them in tiie desk in my shop; and I keep some more 
in the sideboard of my drawing-room. 

1471. If the sideboard is locked, your wife has got the key ? — She has. 

1472. You trust her with your keys ? — Not a doubt of it. 

1473. Mr. Hearn was tlic agent ? — He was. 

1474. What papers did you give them to open? — No papers, biit all the 
papers connected with the registry. 

1475. No other papers but them ? — No. 

1476. Commitke.] Is Mr. Hearn in Dungarvan ? — He was when I left. 

1477. Mr. Huddleston.^ You have no objection to send to Mr. Hearn to send 
all the papers he has of yours ? — No. 

1478. Do you keei» account of the porter that you sell ? — 1 do, as I told 
you ; a waste-book, 

1479. Will the account of the porter you have sold appear in that waste- 
book ? — I think it will, 

1480. Is there any book iu wliich it will appear? — ^None but this waste- 
hook, 

1481. That is the book you have been speaking of- — Yes. 

1482. Will that show the porter consumed during tlie time of the election? — 

I am not sure. 

1483. You are agent to Mr. Lane: — I am. 

1484. You keep an account of the porter you consume, so that you may settle 
your accounts witli him ? — Yes. 

1485. Would the consumption of the porter appear in that hook that you have 
spoken of, or have you got a book with which you account witli Mr. Lane? — If 
there is any account or any entry made, It is in this waste-book. 

1486. Have you got a book containing the account between yourself and Mr. 

Laner — I have. 

14S7. Y’oii sold this porter on his account? — Yes. 

1488. Does that book show the persons to whom you sold the porter? — It docs 
not; it shows the customers only. 

1489. Do you debit yourself with the porter, or do you debit the persons t© 
whom you sell the porter iu that book?— I debit the persons to whom I sell it. 

1490. And that book will be the voucher to Mr. Lane for all the porter that 
you have sold r — Yes. 

Mr. Roive objected to the length of the cross-examination, as being an un- 
necessary consumption of time. 

Mr. Huddleston was heard against the objection, and stated that his only 
object was to ascertain what books the gentleman had, in order to save the 
expense of sending over to Dungarvan a second time. 

1491. Committees] What books do you keep ?— A waste-book, and the book 
between Mr. Lane and myself; there is no entry but the customers’ account. 

1492. :Mr. Huddleston!] Have you got that book you used to keep between 
yourself and Mr. Lane : — I have. 

M93. 'I hat book would show the customers to whom you debited the porter 
that you had received from Mr. Lane? — Yes. 

1494* Committees] You have got a waste-book, ledger, and cash-book r — I have 
this waste-book, and I have this ledger that I keep the accounts in. 

1495. What is to prevent your going over yourself this evening?— I would 
have no objection ; I will leave this moment if you like, and bring the books 
■with me. * 

162. G 1496. You 
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Uq6 You understand what we iiant ?— Perfectly. i 

1497. And you might also bring the books from Mrs. Curren s?— I shall. 

After some discussion, Mr. Huddleston stated that the Petitioners would 
prefer that the books should be sent for by an order of the House. 

The Chairman stated that he would sign an order for their production. 

James Byrne called in, and sworn. 

Mr. Rom objected to the examination of this Witness, he having been, 
contrary to the order of the Committee, in the room during the opening 
speech, and also the examination of the witnesses. 

Examined by the Committee. 

1 40 S. HAVE you been in the room during any part of the inquiry ?— I was m 
the room the first day, while the counsel was arguing some question of law. 

1499. Were you there during any part of the evidence r —1 looked in 
occasionally, but did not stop when the evidence was gone into. 

1500. Did you not hear the order that witnesses were not to come into the 
room ?— I did ; but I did not expect that I would be called as a witness. 

1501. Were you not summoned as a witness? — I did not know that I hadany- 

Ihiiig to say that was of consequence. , , i 

1S02 Ur. Huddleston.] Did you hear any part of the evidence?—! do not 
recollect; I might have heard them speaking, hut 1 did not come m to hear 

anything. • -j v 

1503. Committee.] You were summoned as a witness '—les. 

1504. Did you come over as a witness? — Yes. 

You came here the first day? — Yes. 

1506. Did you hear the order that all witnesses should leave the room.— 

I did, and I went out. 

1507. And came in afterwards? — Yes. 

1508. Do you not know that that was a breach of the order ?— 1 did not thmt 

I would be called as a witness. _ 

1 509. If you had thought you would have been called as a witness, would you 
have come in? — I would not. 

1510. Mr. Rowe.] You have been in this room repeatedly ?— Not more than 
looking in ; not for the purpose of hearing any evidence. 

1511. Have you been in the room this day ?~I looked inside the door two or 

three times. j o v *• tiio 

1512. Were you not in the room two or three times yesterday ?— i es, at tne 

door, calling- the agent. , , . r a 

15^ 3 - Were you coming to and fro? — I beckoned to him from .he door. 

1514. And communicated with the petitioner’s agent.' — Outside; I calle 
him out. 

3515. Were you not here when this case was opened? — I was. 

1516. You heard Mr. James’s speech ? — I did. 

1517. The whole story ?— I did. ,1*1, „ont 

1518. Committee.] You ought not to get your expenses ? -i asked the a^en , 

Mr. M’Nevin, whether I might come in. ’ ^ 

3 5 1 q. Mr. James.] You beard my opening of the case ?— I did. 

1520. I am afraid that you -were not much edified by that. Did you e 

legal argument of Mr. Rowe and myself ?— I did. . , 

1521. What evidence have you heard ? — I have not heard any evidence, 

heard -you aiguing the questions of law. , , , _ 

2522. Have you really heard any of the evidence? — I fio not 
single word of the evidence, excepting that I heard the sound of wi 

^ 1523^ Have you been iu intending to hear the evidence, or^is what you have 
heard coming in and going out? — Coming to the door; I did not come m 
hear the evidence. u riot 

1524. Committee.] What did you mean by telling me that 

, , . .1 "vvould not nave 



have come in if you had thought you were to be called ? 
entered the room at all. 



Mr. 
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Mr. Jama was heard iu support of liLs right to c.-tamine the Witness and 
intended that the objection had come too late, having been taken afte the 
W.tncss had been sworn. To take that objection, the Witness should h ve 
been taken upon the voir dire, 

After some cliseuissiuii the room was cleared. 

After whicli Counsel, Agents, and Parties were called in. 

The Chairmah stated tliat the Committee were of opinion that the witness 
having been m the room during a part of the examination of the other 
witnesses, he was not competent to be examined. 



Mr. il'Mcvin called ; Examined by the Committee. 

1525. THE witness Byrne mentioned, when I said to him that he ouv-ht not 
to have got Ins eycnscs, beean.se lie came into the room during the examination 
of the witness, that he asked you whether he might come in; is that so 
I was undm- the impression, when the witness asked me that question, tliat we 
should not have any occasion to examine him, and 1 did tell him so. 

The C/mhmn stated that the Committee had come to the following reso- 
lution : That the witness Byrne, having been in the room duriuo- a part of 

exL1ned““‘““ ‘ competent to be 



The Chairman further stated, that since yesterday the Committee had 
considoied the legal question that was under their consideration on a former 
day, and that it appeared to them that they could not go into the question 
ol bribery at the election of 1852; and that there was uotIiin>? which 
seemed to them to blond the election of 1852 with the election of 1853 so 
as to enable them to treat it as one election. ’ 

Mr. James stated that he was about to ask the Committee, that as this 
was a very important question, whether they would hear further arguments 
upon the point. “ 

The Chairmaii stated that the Committee would not hear any further argu- 
ments on that point, but they would hear arguments upon what effect the 
compromise might have in making this an exceptional case. 

Ml. James stated that he understood the Committee to lay a stress upon 
tlic words, “ Bribery by money he proposed to produce evidence of bribery 
by promise, without reference to money. 

The Chairman stated that tlie learned Counsel might take their decision 
to amount to this, that supposing the Committee were to treat the first 
election as a lawful and valid election, that a case of bribery with money 
does not conic within tlie statute of William, and the statute of Geo. 3 ; and 
then, with regard to the statute of 40 Geo. 3, that was for the sale of a seat. 



[Adjourned to Monday next, at Twelve o’clock. 



62. 
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Luna, 27° die Martii, 1854. 



MEMBEUS PRESENT. 

The Right Hoh. Joseph Napier. 

Mr. Henry James Baillie. 

The Hon. Henry Brand. 

The Rioht Hon. JOSEPH NAPIER, in the Chaib. 



i./aptain ijHiusLuiic. 

Mr. William Philip Price. 



Mr Huildleston stated that he now proposed to give evidence with refer- 
ence to?h“tomise upon which to found the, argument which they had 
to presont to the Committee. 

The Chairman asked the learned Counsel whether he had closed his 
evidence upon the case of treating. 

Mr Huddleston stated that he had closed his case as to the treating, with 
the exc“o f hooks and of the witness who was to bring over the 

books. 

Mr. Rome begged that it might be 

to the treating wis closed, except as to the production of books , -hould 
object to any other witness being called. 

Mr. Huddleston stated, he only intended to call the man Shehan, who was 
coming from Ireland with the books. 

Mr. Rome said he should object to Sbel.an being 
had been intended to call him he should have been called at ,m 
period of the inquiry. 

After some further discussion, 

The Chainnan said that it must be understood that the ™e as to the 
treating was closed, with the exception of any evidence arising p 
books, unless any special application were made. 

Edsmnd amaherty. Esq., was -Red ; and, l-ving -orn, was Examined 
by Mr. Huddleston, as follows . 

1526. WERE you a candidate for the borough of Dungarvan in 18o2 - 

1 Kin Had YOU previously been in Parliament r— No. . 7 About a 

How long before Ihe election had you been a candidate ?-About 

were the candidates I-Mr. Hope was the onlycandi- 

date in the field when I started. 

If,?; Z“v7oIs m the election did Mr. Hope retirel-He sent in his 
resignation about three oijour days, I think, p imdei- 

1532. WhatweieMr Hope s principles f- He was a Feeiite , 5 

sTwhen Mr. Hope retired was there any other candid^ Md ?- 

No, not then ; Mr. Maguire had been down to feel Ins way with 

he was not a candidate when Mr. Hope ;_About two days before 

,534. When did Mr. Maguire appear m the held . -About two y 

the election took place. , Ma<niire orevious to his coming 

, ,35. Had yon any communication with Air. P", v»s 

forward on the. last occasion as a candidate ; I mean m " \ f Mr. 

1536. What was that?-Why, the day I arrived at Dungarvan, 
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.Maguire Iieforc me ; my brother, who was a friend of Mr Maeuire’s had 
written to Mr. Maguire to ask him to support mo, and Mr. Ma»uire’s fiiends 
waited on me when I arrived, to try and induce me to relinnuish°niv claims to 
ft'dmSion* ™ ‘ ®*“S“ire promised to Lpport me 

1537 Y'hen Mr- Maguire made his appe.arance as a candidate, did he issue an 
.address { — xes. 

1538. Did aiiytlimg take place between you and Mr. Maguire after that 
before the election ? — No. ’ 

1,^39. Not after that? — Nothing wlmtevcr. 

1540. Upon that, I belicre the election took place ; we have got the date • 

Monday, the 12th July, was the nomination, and ‘Wednesday, the 14th July was 
.the election ? — Yes. ^ ’ 

1541. The rc.siilt was, that Mr. Maguire was in a majoritv of how manv>~ 

Of 11, I think. ■ 

1542. After the election did matters come to your knowledge, with respect to 

improper practices at the election and before it ? — Yes. * 

i'543. Did you determine on petitioning against the return of Mr. Mao-uire? 
— Yes. ® 

1544. Wore you aware or informed of the circumstance of bribery and 
treating ? — 



Tiic Chairman intimated to the learned Counsel that it would be very 
necessary, at this point, to be careful how the question was shaped. ^ 

Mr. Uuddkslon stated lie merely wished to show that there was certain 
knowledge in the mind of Mr. OTiaherty, which made him consider there 
was good ground for the petition. 

I'he Witness. I did know nothing more than that which my agent told 
me, that I had a good gTonnd for petitioning, and that Counsel had given an 
opinion. ® 



J545* ^\'c. ITuddleston.] Were you informed of the circumstances connected 
with the case of a man of tlie name of Kelly? — Yes, I had heard of it. 

J 546. Did you know anything of a case of the name of Ward Yes I heard 
that. ’ 

1547- Had you been informed also of the circumstances connected with the 
treating at Fitzgerald’s r— I think so; of course I had heard generally all the 
cases. ■' 

1548. Did you present a case for the opinion of Counsel ?— Yes. 

5 549' Did you get such an opinion ? — Yes. 

I must not ask you what the opinion was; but upon that opinion did 
you act in presenting your petition ? — Yes. 

Did anytliing- take place after the election in July, and previous to the 
presenting of the poiitioii, which would be in the ensuing Session, between vou 
and Mr. Maguire?— Yes. ^ 

J552. If tiiore was, just tell us what took place in order of time ? — Mr. Maguire 
made an application to an immense number of persons, to induce me to with- 
draw the petition which I had presented to the House, and I declined doiuo- so ; 
and at last a friend, a Mr. Moore, wrote to me, and said that if the petition — — ■ ’ 

Mr. Rowe was heard to object to the ^Yitness stating the contents of a 
written document. 



^553- Committee.'] Have you the letter? — No, I liave not. 

3554- What has become of it? — I think it is at nome. 

Mr. Rowe stated that lie must object to the Witness stating the contents 
of the letter. 

The Chavnnan stated that the Committee allowed the objection. 

The fViiness. He made several overtures tome. He sent several persons 
to me, Members of the House, who can be produced if necessary. 

^ ’555* Huddleston.] I am now calling your attention, in the order of time, 
’0 the interval which elap.sed between the election and the presenting of the 
petition ?— Yes. 

O 3 1556- Your 
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X O'Flakert), 1556 Your petition was not presented until Parliament met, winch I suppose 
E'l- was in November ’-The interval between that and the presenting of the 

f, Slai'cli 1854. j interval lietiveen the election and the presenting of the 

petition, Mr. Maguire came to me himself, and asked mo not to present the 

Just state what occim-ed ?— 1 declined at once. 1 said I would go on 
with the petition. Mr. Maguire told me that if I did not present the petition 
he would be prepared, at any election that took place, to render me every 
assistance in his power; and in fact he used every inducement. There was 
nothing that he said but what was fair and honourable to induce me not to present 
niY petition. And then I stated, in reply, that as Mr. Maguire had pledged him- 
self to support me at the edection, and had written so, and had l.voken that 
pledge, I did not consider 1 was bound to show liiin any consideration whatever, 

and that I was detenniiied to g'o on with the petition. 

155Q. In tiie course of that conversation, did you mention to him on what 
ground you were petitioning? — No, I did not. I do not think I did. No; I 
refused to speak to Mr. Maguire. I said, ” 1 will not speak to you ; because, after 
what has occurred, I do nut think you are entitled to speak to me.” He pressed 
very strongly meredy to say a few words, and those are the words I have just 

told you. _ ,, - 

1 560. ‘Where did that couvevsatiou take place ?— It took place at Oarlow. 

1561. During some election proceedings? — At a dinner which had been 
given at Carlow ; after dinner (he had been at dinner) he spoke to me. 

1^62. Did anything else occur after that dinner, and before the presenting of 
the 'petition ?— No ; generally there were a great many friends of _Mr. Maguire’s 
called on my brother, and called and spoke to myself; nothing particular 
beyond that, pressing that the petition should not be presented. 

1563. Can you tell me when the petition was presented ?— It was presented 
immediately; very shortly after ; within 14 days after the meeting oi Parlia- 
ment. 

1564. On the 23d of November, I imderstaiul, the petition was presented ; 
had you any interview with any person before tlic presenting of tliat petition, 
or about the'time of itr— No, I do not remember any whatever. 

1 565. Between the presenting of that petition and the striking of the Com- 
mittee, did anything udee place witli reference to the petition ?— Oh, yes, cer- 
tiiinly. 

1560. Committee.] The Committee was not struck? — Oli, yes; Lord Harry 
Vane was the Chairman. 

i5(>7. Was the Committee nominated ? — Yes. 

1568. Mv. Huddleston.] Now, between the presenting of the petition and the 
striking of the Committee, tell us what took place ? — Wiiy, ol course, after that 
conversation with Mr. Maguire, Mr. Maguire did not venture to speak to me 
himself ; but friends of his came to my brother, and he sent mutual friends. 

1569. Conmittee.] Yon were not present? — No; but my brother brought me 
the message. 

1570. Mr. Huddleston.] You said something occurred between some persons 

and your brother; did you afterwards have an interview with Mr. Maguire, ana 
upon the interview with Mr. Maguire did you communicate to him the message 
your brother brought to you ; confine yourself to what took place with yoursel 
personally ?•— In consequence of what did take place 1 refused the various 
tores that were made, and I was obliged to leave then to go over to attend t le 
assizes at Galway, as I was the sheriff that year. _ . _ 

1571. Of what time are you speaking now? — In March, the spriug assizes, 

1 was sheriff of Galway that year; I was obliged to go to attend the gran 
jury and the judges ; and the nomination of the Committee was to take place 
immediately almost on my return. I received a letter from a friend asking 
me 

1572. Have you got the letter? — No. _ » , 

1573. "Who was the friend? — I do not wish to mention the name p 
person bringing the letter ; however, I was asked to withdraw the peption. 
will teil you the answer that I gave. Am I to tell the answer I gave r 

The 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




ON THE UUNGAIIVAN ELECTION PETITION. 55 

The intimuted to the Witness, that was a question for the 

learned Counsel, Mr. Rowe, to anavvci*. * ^ 

The Witness. This letter came to myself. 

1574. Mr. Rowe.] Was it from Mr. Maguire No. 

1575 Mr. HwUleslon:] You received a letter from some person - was that 
with reference to the petition '—Yes. ^ ’ 

1576. What did you say about that letter, and to whom did yon say it»_I 

wrote to the person who wrote to rnc. ^ 

1577. Did you say imything to any person who was a friend of Mr Magnire’s? 
-Yes, I wrote to him ; I was away at the time, and I wrote an answer to the 
letter which was written to me. 

1578. Have you. got tliut letter ?— I think I liave at home, because I was on 

circuit, hearing appeals, when I was siiramonod over here ; I had merely a dav 
to come. ^ ■> 

1579. Tell us what, occurred ? — 



E, G'Flaherly, 
Eaq. 



27 March 1854. 



Mr. Rmce said he would not object to the Witness stating the general 
purport, not the details of the letters, provided it was understood that the 
letters would be hereafter produced. 



1580. Mr. Uuildlesion.] Then state the general purport? — The purport of the 

letter that was acldi-essed to me, was a very honourable purport. It said that a 
great deal of ill feeling in the borough would be prevented if the petition was 
withdrawn, saying that as it was probable Mr. Maguire would never start again 
for Dungarvan, it might conciliate tiie good feeling of the people withdrawino’ 
the petition ; that if it were left to a mutual Iriend it was possible the petition 
might be arranged. ^ 

1581. What was the purport of your answer? — My answer to the letter was, 
that in consequence of what had occurred, I could not place any more confidence 
in Mr. Maguire himself; that he could hardly expect it; but if I mentioned two 
gentlemen \ylio were friends of Mr. Maguire’s, in whose honour I had perfect 
confidence, if either of them brought any proposition td me, I would be happy 
to consider it, if it had the effect which it was stated that it would have, of con- 
ciliating the good will of the people of Dungarvan. 

1582. Was that all that occurred at that time?— That was all that occurred 
at that time. 

1583. What was the next proceeding ?— The next proceeding was, that in 
consequence of that one of the gentlemen came to me. 

1584. 1 am afraid that I must have that gentleman’s name? — There is no 
difficulty about that. I do not want to mention anything that occurred in private 
conversation, but Mr. Moore was the gentleman. 

^585* ^I’hc Honourable Member for Mayo? — V’es. 

158^. Was he named in your letter? — Yes ; I mentioned Mr. Moore and Mr. 
Roche, Member for Cork. 



3587. Mr. Moore was the gentleman who waited upon you? — Yes. 

3588. I believe with Mr. Maguire? — Yes. 

1589. Will you tell ns what took place? — Am I to tell what took place in 
that interview with Mr. Moore? 

1590. I think so? — Mr. Moore came to me and proposed that the matter 

should be arranged ; tliat the petition should be arranged ; he said that he would 
do anything that he possibly could towards bringing the matter towards a satis- 
factory arrangement ; he said that it would lead to a good deal of ill feeling if 
the petition went on. He said timt be could afford to wait, and Mr. Maguire 
will never start again for the borough, and it was likely there would be a vacancy 
St Cork, and Mr. Maguire would start for Cork, and certainly at the first 
opportunity ; and that, by withdrawing the petition, I should conciliate the good 
feelings of the persons who siijiported Mr. Maguire, and I would get in most 
likely at the next election. As Mr. Moore then said that Mr. Maguire would 
resign at the close of this present session, not of the last session, and that he 
Would use every influence he possibly could towards procuring my return, in 
ease I did not proceed with the petition then 

3591. The session of 1854? — Yes. I slated that I could not entertain that, 
hut I (lid j3Qt think it fair, because, I said, there will be the Reform Bill brought 
in next year, and, I said, if the Government are beaten, they will go to the 

162. G 4 country ; 
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comitrv ; most likely tliere will be a dissolution ; and if not there must be a 
dissolution when the Reform Bill is carried; therefore, I will not entertain that 
proposition ; I do not think it fair. _ i , • i 

1592, What else took place ?— Then the proposition was made which you 

had before you, which was carried out. 

1503 What was said then by Mr. Moore?- Mr. Moore came and sard, 

“ Very well.” He made this second proposition. 

1594. What did ho propose ?-What is placed m writing ; that is, that Mr. 

ISO?. Committee.'] Is that the proposition reduced to writing- ?— Yes. 
i?q 6 Mr HiMlesUm] What coiivcrsatiou took |ilace between you before 
tho proposition was reduced to writing ?-No conversation took place with ine. 
Captain Greene acted as my friend, and I said, “ Of course, m matters of this 
kind, the principal never interferes.” I refused to say anything whatever 
excepting through Captain Greene, excepting that, of course, when Mr. Moore 
came to me, if lie mentioned anything I should speak to him, because he was a 
great personal friend of mine. t 1 ^ a.i .. 

I'jQT. You said that the proposition was reduced to writing. Look at that 
(handing a 'paper io the Witness), and tell me whether that is U . Yes, 

1598.^ Be kind enough to look at the document ; it appears to be attested by 
somebody ? — 

Mr. Rowe submitted that, if there was an attesting witness, that witness 
ought to be called. 

The Chairman intimated to the learned Counsel that the time for making 
that objection had not arisen. 

1590. Mr. Huddleston:) Was it brought ready written to you, or was it 
written then? — It was ready written ; I did not interfere in the arrangement. 

1600. Was it signed at the time it was brought ?— Yes. I knew nothing 
about it, except that when Mr. Moore spoke to me about it — 

1601. Cmmittee:] Was this handed to you by Mr. Moore?— Yes. 

1 602. Was it in this state exactly when you got it ? —Yes. 

1603 With the whole of the writing upon it?— Yes ; it was never shown to 
any one whatever ; it was locked up in my desk until Mr. Maguire produced it 
at the Duugan'an election. . 

1604. What else occurred between you and Mr, Moore at that meetiugr 
Mr. Moore arranged with Cajitain Greene. 

1605. Mr. Rowe:\ Were you present ?~No. 

1 606. Mr. Huddleston:] Mr. Moore brought it to you ?— The proposition was 
brought before that was reduced to writing. 

1607. By whom? — By Captain Greene. _ i j <. v n 

1608. Did Captain Greene communicate to you anytiiiug that had taxen 
place between you and Mr. Moore r— He comimmicated to me what took place- 

1609. Did you aftenvards, in yom* conversation with Mr. Moore, alUide to 
that?- Captain Greene told me that the proposition which you see, which is put 
on paper now, that that proposition was agreed to which was made by the otfc.“r 

Mr. Rov)e.] Did you tell tliis to Mr. Moore ?— Oh, yes ; I am sure 1 did, 
as well as I can recollect ; from what took place, 1 must have stated it, because 
an answer was immediately required to the proposition. 

1611 Mr. Ihiddleston.] I asked you for the conversation between the pre- 
senling the petition and tlie strikmg of the Committee ; have you not gone 
beyond that time? — Yes. . i. * 1. 

1612. I thought so. Just confine yourself to the conversation that took pia 
between the presenting of the petition and the striking of the Committee . INo 
conversation with Mr. Moore hardly at all, or with any one; thisnego lai 
did not arise until the Committee was absolutely nominated, or certainly 
before the Committee was nominated. , 

1G13. Tell us the day on which you got it?— I cauuot remember exacu) 

1614. W^hat was the day of striking the Committee ? — Lord Harry Vane was 
the Chairman; Mr. Bullock was on the Committee, and Captain 
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i6i 5- What were the conversations, or what were the proceedings that took 
place between yon and Mr. Maguire, between the presenting of the petition and 
tbs striking of the Conunittee ? — I do not think that there were any ; I have 
told you all that has passed betiveen Mr. Maguire and myself, as far as i could. 

1616. Had you then in London your witnesses for the purpose of presenting 
the petition? — Oh, yes ; I went to the whole expense of the petition ; it cost me 
just as mttch as if I had gone on with it. 

1617. You had your witnesses here ? — Yes. 

1618. Keady to proceed witli your petition ? — Yes. 

itiig. Had you any conversation with Mr. :\Ioorc about the merits of the 
petition ; about what the witnesses were to prove ? — Not with regard to what 
the wtnesses were to prove, but generally; 1 had a conversation with Mr. Moore, 
in which I told him the petition was quite certain to succeed as ao-ainst Mr! 
Maguire. ® 

1620. Did you tell him on what ground?— I told him; I cannot exactly 
recollect what I said; I said, “I think there are decided cases of bribery;” 
I told him generally ; it is difficult to tell what a person might have said ; I told 
him that it was sure to succeed. 

1621. Did you confide to him the evidence you had ; the general purport of 
the evidence with reference to the bribery and treating? — I could not state that. 

1622. What did yon say you Avould succeed upon? — Generally; when speak- 
ing of a petition you say that you are quite confident, and have a good case; I 
could not state that J went into any of the cases or ulluded to them more than 
that. 

1623. I believe tliere were allegations of personal bribery ?— Yes. 

1624. Did you mention anything of that kind to Mr. Moore? — I do not 
think that I did. 

1625. You said that you were sure of succeeding in your petition ? — Yes ; 1 
said that it was a very serious matter for Mr. Maguire, and I conceived that 
there was a very strong case against him ; Mr. Moore said, “ You cannot get the 
seat yourself.” 

1626. What was that in answer to? — It was an inducement to me not to go 
ou with that petition. 

1627. You must have made some observations before.^ — I stated to Mr. 
Moore that I considered that there were very strong cases ; that there was a 
very strong case generally against Mr. Maguire, and that it might be a serious 
matter if the petition went on. He said, “ What is the use when you cannot get 
the seat yourself, and you will promote good feeling by not proceeding with the 
petition.” 

1628. Then this conversation between you and Mr. Moore took place after 
the witnesses had arrived, and you think after the striking of the Committee ? 
— Yes ; I should say so certainly, to the best of my belief. 

1628. * After the striking of the Committee, or just immediately before it? — 
(iVo answer.) 

1629. Committee.] About that time? — Tiiere were only two days for the 
whole matter. 

1630. Mr. Huddleston.] Have you told all that took place between you and 
Mr. Moore previous to that paper being brought? — xMost certainly; there wa.s 
very little took place between Mr. Moore pnd me at all. 

^631. When the paper was brought just tell us what was said? — When the 
paper was brought Captain Greene was, I think, with Mr. Mooi’e; no, I am not 
sure, I think Captain Greene brought the paper himself; Captain Greene told me 
the arrangement they had entered into befoi’e, and when Mr. Moore had the 
paper, he merely made one remark; he said, You know with regard to this, tliere 
IS no insertion in the arrangement, and I wish you to understand so, that Mr. 
Maguire is not to stand against you. He said, I would not insert that, but he 
said he never intended to start again for Dungarvan, I can tell you. 



1632. You said something about not inserting something in the agreement; 
did he say why ? — He said that was not inserted, because, he said, if ever the 
agreement becomes known or oozes out, if it was known there was any agree- 
ment of the kind, Mr. Maguire might not like his constituents to hear it said 
that he would not stand, therefore he did not wish it in, and that that was not in 
the agreement, that is all. 

162. . H 1633. Had 
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1633. Had the Committee been struck ? — I am perfectly certain the Committee 
was struck. 

1634. I think you mentioned the reason ? — I know the names of the Com- 
mittee ; Lord Harry Vane was on the Committee, and Mr. Baldock, Captain 
Townshend, I know those, they were on tiie Committee. 

1635. Commiitee.'\ Perhaps the difference is that they were nominated but not 
sworn ? — Certainly not sworn. 

1636. In consequence of that, you say that Mr. Moore assured you that Mr. 
Maguire would not stand again at Dungarvan ? — Yes. 

1637. Under any circumstances, did you say, or not ? — Under any circum- 
stances. 

1638. Mr. Moore merely stated as his opinion, that he would not, or did he un- 
dertake that he would not stand r — At the time the impression upon my mind 

1639. Wbat did he say, to the best of your belief? — He stated what I have 
just told you ; be said, he will not stand again, but Mr. Moore wished to guard 
against its being put into the arrangement. 

1 640. What v/as your understanding of the arrangement ? — 

Mr. Rowe was heard to object to the question. 

Mr. Huddleston withdrew the question. 

1641. Unless there had been an engagement that Mr, Maguire should not 
stand again, would you have entered into this agreemeut ? — Certainly I would 
not; I remember i said distinctly at the time to Mr. Moore, with regard to its 
being in the agreement, if it was any injury to Mr. Mag'uire putting a thing of 
the kind in I would not ask for anything at all, liecause, as the matter was 
amicably settled, 1 wished it to be with as friendly a feeling as possible, because 
ray principal object was to gain the support of the persons who were devoted 
followers of Mr. Maguire in the borough. 

1642. Who was it that first noticed, with reference to this agreement, that 
there were no stipulations in it that Mr. Maguix'e should not stand again ? — 
Mr. Moore. 

1643. you were reading ? — He did not stay one minute ; 
he just handed the paper ; he said, I want to tell you it is not in the paper, this 
particular thing ; you won’t ask for it to be inserted. I wish distinctly to state, 
he says, that it is not in the agreement. 

1644. What did he go on to say ?— He said Mr. Maguire will not certainly 
stand again. That had frequently been told me before. 

1645. By whom? — 



Mr. Rowe objected to the question. 

Mr. Huddleston withdrew the question. 



1646. Had it been told you before by Mr. Moore ? — No ; I do not think Mr. 
Moore ever interested himself in the slightest degree in the matter, until the 
two days he undertook this task of settling the matter ; I do not think he inter- 
fered before or after. 

1647. Just tell me; the petition then, I believe, was withdrawn? — The peti- 
tion was withdrawn. 

1 648. Do you remember, after that, a vacancy occurring in the City of Cork ? 
— Yes. 



1649. yotr any conversation with Mr. Maguire with reference to that? — 
I sent Captain Greene to Mr. Maguire when the vacancy for Cork occurred ; the 
very moment I heard of it; and I said that in order to show what my disposition was 
on the matter, I would be prepared if Mr. Maguire carried out what he had 
stated so frequently he would do. 

1650. Mr. iJowe.] These were your instructions to Captain Greene ? — Yes; I 
said I would under the circumstances pay the expenses in Cork, and that I would 
allow him. I only wanted to see that fair play was carried out. I would allow 
him to start again for Dungarvan, if he did not get in for Cork. The answer 
which Captain Greene brought me was, that Mr. Maguire stated that my conduct 
all through to him' had been most honourable and most generous. 

The Chairman asked the learned Counsel whether he intended to produce 
Captain Greene. 

Mr. Huddleston answered in the afiirmative. 

1651. Well? 
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1651. VVell?— Anti that lie would consult about Cork - ho wonVl 1, 
Cork; and Mr. Maguire produced to Captain Greene 80^ letters tosay-^ 

Mr“Gret“ stating- any conversation with 

The rvituess. I would much rather that you had it from Mr. Greene. 

1652. Mv Ilutldleslon.} What occurred ? -The answer Captain Greene broiiriit 

Sofoumbly" ’ ' I '““d behatndvSy 

The Conmite i^^^ to the learned Counsel that it would he better 

‘0, from 

Cork decto. p®Nf ■'*'''■] Mr. Maguire stood for the 

1654. Did you bear anything more from Mr. Maguire on the subject =-No 
nothing more lu the world. 

a-a through Captain Greene that you communicated J— I never 

did anything excepting through Captain Greene in the matter. Mr Moore spoke 
friend I to every one who came, was^my 

1656. Coimmttce.] What did you mean by stating you would allow Mr 
Maguire h> stand Ipr Dimgavvan ? If he stood for Cork in that vacancy before 
the end of the Session m which he undertook to re.sign, he would not thereby 

SratTTj; ' stated: that if he 

. beaten at Cork that ho might come back to Dungarvan if he chose. All that I 
wanted was to .see that he showed a fair spirit in the matter 

Duug”;an?!iwtll^ 

tbc&i* if Willi refaence to the notion that you had, that he must accept 
stalsri m *'■ Pn'TOf standing for Cork, that you made that 

uggestion, tliat it he was unsuccessful at Cork he might come back for Dun- 

rrm^itirLd tS ^ 

1659. Mr. Huddleston.'] Had anything been stated between you and Mr. 
Maguire witlt reference to the expenses of any election f— Yes. 

ibbo. What was said ?— At the time when I went to Dungarvan first. Mr. 
laguive had contested the borough several times before; three or four times • 
some persons mentioned to me that it was fair and honourable that I should pay 
I 111 ?’'P“i®® "I those contests, as Mr. Maguire considered it very hard that 
suould have come into the borough, as he had contested the borough so very 
'fid ^ “'ways expressed my willingness to do so. 

fyn'l.™ '"‘I, yaii mean liy paying his back expenses r— I meant the 

penses of two or three back elections that had passed. 

1002. This was before the election of 1852? — Yes. 

The Minute as to the withdrawal of Mr. O’Flaherty’s petition against 
the return of Mr. Maguire at the former election, was referred to and read. 

j would your conversation; what did you say to that? — I said that 



E. (yEiahsrty, 

Eaq. 

27 March 1854. 



Mr. Roxve objected that the name of the party who made the communi- 
cation had not been mentioned. 

it Who was the person ? — I think the person who made 

^ a Sfjlicitor, who had been solicitor at the back elections, 
his name? — Hodnett, I think. 

Dro ° Hodnett made the proposition ? — He did not make the 

room ; it was suggested that Mr. Maguire had con- 
cf hm borough several times; I could not say who said it, at such a distance 

When was it that you had the conversation with 
• Moore, when he said you could not get the seat? — It was, I think, when 
brought the first proposition. 

H 2 ,668. At 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




6o MINUTES OF EVIDENCE taken before SELECT COMMITTEE 



E. O' Flaherty, 
Eaq. 



27 March 1854. 



1668. At that time had your petition been presented? — Yes. 

1669. Onthe Minutes in the House '—Yes, I should say so; lam not sure 

about that. , . 

1670. Can you recollect or not whether any conversation, or anything was 
said with reference to the allegations contained In your petition, when he said 
you cannot get the seat?— No, I should say not ; I said I had a very strong 
case ao-ainst Mr. Maguire, and it was a very serious matter for him. He then 
said, “ You cannot get the seat yourself.” 



Cross-e.vaniined by Mr. Roioe. 

1671. I understand your appearance in Dungarvan was in 1852 ?— Yes. 

1 672. You have stated that Mr. Hope, the other candidate, was a Peelite 
Yes, I considered him so. 

1(573. Did you present yourself there as one of the so-called Irish party ?— 
Yes. At the' time of tlie Ecclesiastical Titles Bill there was a bitter feeling 
against it, and I presented myself. 

1 674. As a member of the Irish party ?— I cannot say I presented myself as 
a member of eitiier party. My address speaks for itself. 

1675. Upon the principle of what was called the Irish party ?— Yes : it was a 
principle in opposition to the Ecclesiastical litles Bill. 

1 676. Those principles which had been announced publicly ?— My address is 
there. 

1677. I am speaking of the Ecclesiastical Titles Bill?— I was opposed to the 

Ecclesiastical Titles Bill. ^ 

1678. Ton came there upon that principle ? — I was in opposition to that Bill. 

I did not go in upon that more than anything else. 

1679. Wliich was a prominent feature of your then opinion ? — \ es. 

1680. Of opposition to those who had promoted that Bill in Parliament? 

1681. We recollect about that time Lord John Russell had been denounced 
pretty strongly by the Member for Athlone, the present Solicitor-general for 
Ireland ?— Yes. Lord Derby’s Government was in at the time. 

16S2. I was led to it by your saying Mr. Hope was a Peelite ; had you ever 
had any conversation with Mr. Maguire before 1852 about Dungarvan^ or any 
coiivei-sation with him about the Bill ?— Yes ; once, I think, my brother and I 
spoke about it. 

i< 583. "Will you allow me to draw your attention to a dinner which I am tola 
took place at the Athlone Club ? — I dined there. 

1684. I think Mr. Scully was present? — He gave a dinner to a number ot 
Cork gentlemen, who came over about a private Bill. 

1685. Was Mr. Scully present ? — I really do not know whether he was or 
not. There was a large party of Irish gentlemen, merchants of Cork, and a 
number of persons connected with Cork. 

ifi86. Do you remember on that occasion Mr. Maguire was asked whether he 
intended to contest Dungarvan again ? — ^Yes. 

1687. He had before contested and been beaten on two occasions ; 6rst by 
Mr. Sliiel, and afterwards by Mr. Ponsonby ? — Yes. 

1688. He said he certainly would not? — He said he never would contest it. 

1689. This was an after dinner conversation ? — Yes. Some one^ asked him 
whether he intended to start ; he said he had fully made up his mind never to 
stai’t again. 

1690. After that he went as a candidate to Waterford, retired, and then came 
back to Dungarvan? — Y'es ; he said he was heartily sick of it, and had made up 
his mind never to start again. 

169 1 . When you arrived at Dungarvan, were you introduced by your brother r 
— He did not go with me to Dungarvan. 

1692. Or was it Mr. Francis Scully 1 — Mr. Scully came with me ; he got into 
my carriage. 

1693. At the time you arrived at Dungarvan did you find that Mr. Magune 

had already been some three or four days before the electors as an avowed can- 
didate ? — No ; my brother had written . , 

1694. Never mind about what he wi'ote? — He had been the day, I tliins, 

before 
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before I did ; he was perfectly aware of my having been a candidate a consider 
able time before. 

1695- When you arrived did you find the whole town placarded ?— When I 
arrived I found Mr. Maguire had come down, which surprised me much, and 
that he had been there the day before ; he knew I was a candidate. 

1696. Where did you tell him? — My brother wrote to him. 

1697. You found tliis gentleman a candidate at that time? Yes. 

1698. Was there a meeting of the electors at which you and Mr. Maguire 

both attended? — Yes. ° 

1699. Was there a considerable preponderance in favour of Mr. Macmire?— 
It was not a meeting of the electors ; it was a deputation of Mr. Maguire’s 
friends to me ; there w’as no meeting of electors. 

1700. I am talking about u meeting at which you and Mr. Maguire were? 

I never was present at any meeting in my life with Mr. Maguire ; a deputation 
waited on me of Mr. Maguire’s friends. 

1705. Mr. Maguire wa.s not present ?— Yes ; certainly no meeting was ever 
held ; some people came down and asked me if I would receive a deputation of 
Mr. Maguire’s friends. 

1702. Was Mr. Maguire present? — Yes. 

1 703. Were you and Mr. Maguire before at least 30 of the electors ?— I think 
about 20. 

1704. Was there a considerable expression at that time in favour of Mr. 
Maguire, and not in favour of you?~Mr. Maguire’s followers in tlie borough, 
•as followers, were very anxious for him, naturally ; there are three parties iii the 
borough . 

1705. At that time was there some suggestion that you should contest the 
borough with Mr. Hope, and that Mr. Maguire should retire? — I came down to 
•contest the borough; there was no suggestion. 

1706. At that time you and Mr. Maguire and Mr. Hope were all before the 
public? — Yes. 

1707. Was it suggested that Mr. Maguii’e himself should retire, and that 
you should be the opponent of Mr. Hope ? — Suggested ! I came down deter- 
mined that I would fight every candidate in the best way I possibly could ; there 
■?vas no suggestion. 

1708. Was it suggested that Mr. Maguire should retire, and leave you to 
•contest it with Mr. Hope ? — 1 came there to contest the borough ; a deputation 
of his friends called upon me to retire ; I refused ; he retired afterwards when 
he found I would not retire ; he did not virtually retire then, but he retired 
afterwards. 

1 709. Mr. Hope, you mean ? — When I came to the borough I found Mr. Hope 
was in the field ; wlieu I passed through Mr. Maguire came down in the hope of 
trying his chance, and of my not starting against Mr. Hope; when he found 
I was determined to stand he left. Then, after he had left a day or two, he wrote 
a letter in my favour to say that he would support me, and he would write an 
address to the electors in my favour ; then Mr. Hope retired, and on Mr. Hope 
retiring he came down afterw'ards, notwithstanding this letter, and opposed me. 

1710. We cannot go into letters that are not here?— I have that letter here. 

571*- Then produce it. 

1712. Comiiiitee.] There is only one Member for Dungarvan ?— No ; it is a 
letter from my brother to Mr. Maguire. 

I7k3- Is this the letter that Mr. Maguire wrote about supporting you against 
Mr. Hope ? — He wrote a letter to say that he would come down and support me. 

1714. Was that before Mr. Hope retired ?— Yes. 

2715. Mr. Rowe.] Mr. Maguire, as I understand, went to Cork? — Yes. 

171b. After that Mr. Hope retired? — Yes. 

1717. After that there w'as a communication of some sort; I do not want the 
details of it ? — I have every letter connected with that. 

Mr. Huddleston requested the Witness to show him the letter. 

The JVitness. It is a letter from a gentleman who Mr. Maguire speaks of, 
and I do not wish to give their names. 

^718. Mr. Rowe.^ I cannot have the letter put upon me ? — I am not putting 
tfie letter upon you ; he pledged to support me in every way, and came down 
‘lud Opposed me. 

162. H3 17*9- Committee. j 
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1719. Committee.] Mr. Maguire had promised to support you when Mr. 
Hope was a candidate, but after Mr. Hope had retired, was there any com- 
munication with Mr. Maguire? — The only communication there was, was that 
he came down arid opposed me. 

1 720. There was no communication about iiis supporting you r — No. 

1721. Mr. Rowe.] Whether there was a communication or whether there was 

not, after j\lr. Maguire had retired and gone, and after Mr. Hope had retired 
from Dungarvan, as I understand, Mr. Maguire came back and opposed you at 
Duugarvan? — Yes. . 

1722. Rightly or wrongly, that was the subject of complaint on your part r— - 

Oh yes, decidedly. ... 

1 723. There was no feeling between you gentlemen on that point — I con- 
sidered it was a most complete violation on the part of Mr. Maguire ; I stated so 
in the papers publicly at the time. 

] 724. I will take it in this sort of way, there was a correspondence upon that 
matter? — Yes. 

1 725. Letters passed, not simply the letter which you published, but there 
were other letters ? — Yes, I have two other letters, 

1726. Without going- into that, you felt aggrieved at what had taken place ? 

1727. The contest came on; I believe Mr. Maguire was returned by a ma- 
jority of 11 ? — Yes. 

172S Now 1 think that Mr. Moore, in the course of this couvei-satiou which 
took place subsequently, more than once intimated to you, that you could not 
get the seat yourself ?-Yes, I think I admitted to Mr. Moore I could not get 
the seat because the notices were not served upon the people ; I could not have 
struck upon the scrutiny a sufficient number off to have got the seat irom Mr. 
Maguire. . . 

1720. But vour petition prayed the seat? — Ot course it did. 

1730. 1 have no right to ask what occurred ; but was it not imputed to you, 
conveyed to you by Mr. Moore, that the practices of yourself and your friends at 
the election of 1852 had been such that you could not possibly get the seat ?— No. 

1731. Do you mean to state that ?— Not to my recollection ; neither the prac- 
tices of the one side or the other was gone into with Mr. Moore ; it was very 
short ; he said he merely wished to knock the thing off ; he said, You cannot 
get the seat yourself, and you may put Mr. Maguire to a great deal ot 

'^*''1732' Will you undertake to say that Mr. Moore did not suggest to you that 
there was such a thing in an Election Committee as recrimination, and that you 
could not possibly claim the seat r— I do not think that he did say it, but 1 

cannot say wbetlier he did or did not. 

1733. Did not Mr. Moore draw your attention to your want ot qualitica- 

tion;; that you could not possibly stand for Duugarvan?— He never said sucli a 

1734. Do you know that your qualification was made matter of inquii'} at 
that time ?— No, I do not know it ; I do not know anything at all about 

1735. Had you not notice from Mr. MTntire that inquiries were being made 
about your qualification ? — I neVer have heai-d that inquiries \vere ma e , 
might have heard a hundred things ; I cannot conceive what that has to do \ 

**1736 Was that in a letter?— There was no inquiry of the kind that I recol- 
lect ; I may have heard of this and that objection ; of course, every 
that could be made would be made ; and I made every objection I could on 

1737. You will forgive me for asking you the question ; but was it not suggested 

to you that you were in considerable pecuniary diflSculties, and that 

were being made at the different London billbrokers to ascertain what your capa 

bilities were ?— No ; 1 never heard anything of the kind. _ . 

1738. Will you allow me to ask you this question : in that dection ot ^ 
it within your knowledge that there was a considerable expenditure ot mon y 
Dun^rvan on the part of your supporters ? — I do not think there was a y 
considerable expenditure. 

1739. You are not aware of it? — No. ^ After 
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1740. After that you presented, on the advice of counsel I think 
chargmg vvant of qualification on the part of Mr, Mag,,ire?-I cLe say I dU “ 
' 74' , 'i on did not draw that petition, I take it for granted ?-No, evert one 
knows that; It wa,s got up by the agents; of course I did not inquire into it 

at'&ilow ?— Ycs*'''*'^ ' overtures to you, I think it was 

i7a3;At that time you were disinclined to hold any communicatiou with 
him !— We were not oil terms, 11, consequence of what had occurred 

1744. That laid iTsnltcd from tlie state of things connected with his standing 

against you at Dimgurviin V — Exactly. ® 

1745. There wa,5 tliat feeling prevailing in your mind at the time:- Yes 

1746. Ilad tliat feeling extended very much to your friends on each side ■ 
Jlatimilly, It was taken up as a hot matter?— I should think so. 

1747. Because you alluded to the dissension and to the strong feeling that did 

prevail r Yes, lint I do not tlmik that was the cause of dissension. What 
1 alhulcd to was, Mr, Maguire had some very zealous friends in the borough 
and It was said it would jiroinote a kindly feeling in their minds if tlie netithjn 
was withdrawn, ' 

1748- _ He had been known for many years, and you were comnletelv a 

sti-aiijrerr — Yes. i 

1749- Tlie names of two gentlemen have been introduced, Mr. Roche and 
Mr. Moore; 1 umlcrstuml that you were the party \vho introduced the name of 
Mr. Moore." — Yes. 

17.50. ,[ take it for granted tliat tlmt gentleman had your confidence as a 
public man ?— lie bad rny confidence. I sliould not say he had my confidence 
as a public man, because tliis is not a matter connected witii anything public • 
but he had been a great personal friend of mine, whom I knew mo.st intimately 
*■ 1‘onour, and therefore I mentioned h'is 

1751- I was not allmling to political opinions in your feelings towards him • 
be was a person in whom you had perfect confidence, and you were g'oine: to nut 
yourself into ln.s hands ? — Oh, yes, most decidedly, 

1752. The Cjuestion came from him?~Yes,- a proposition came to me from 
tlie other side, and I suggested his name as one of the persons who might be 
wiliuig to be spoken to upon the matter. 

’7,53- l>o I imderstand you that Mr. Moore came to you to propose that the 

matter should be arranged, or that you had made the proposition to him ? He 

came to me in consequence of a letter which I wrote; he told me that he had 
seen a [lortiou of that letter, because be called my attention particularly to it. 

1 7,54- To whom was tliat letter written ? — I do not mentiou the name. 

175,5. I do wish to know; 1 ajipreliend that we are entitled to the name of 
tile party to whom you addressed that letter ; have you got that letter written 
to you, or the one written in answer?— I have got neither the one or the other. 

-1 am sure I have not got that letter. 

175b- I nmlerstami the proposition made by Mr. Moore to you was, that 
were was a good deal of ill-feeling iu Dimgarvan at present, and that it would 
be a stire method of g’ctting rid of that ill-feeling if you were to withdraw' your 
petition ? — Most decidedly ; he put it on the most honourable grounds possible. 
’7.57- Tlmt was the proposition ? — The proposition was, be said, “ You know 
Maguire lias the hold of a great number of persons in the borough ; you 
ivill promote kindly feelings by withdrawing the petition, and you may start 
again when an opportunity offers, and possibly you may get their support.” 

1758. He put it to you as a contingency, as a probability, that Mr. Maguire 
would start for Cork? — Tlmt very likely lie would start for Cork, that is, to the 
best of my belief. 

. '759* Then it was that the proposition was, that he should retire at the end of 
be session of 1854? — That was the first proposition. 

Was it intended upon your part, that if this arrangement had been 
^de It should terminate the differences between you two gentlemen? — Yes, 
certainly, I wished it particularly; I do not know about the differences between 
> 1 wished it tn nvutfin orinrl fpf>lin(y between me and his <5iinnnrf.ore 



[ wished it to create a good feeling between me and his supporters. 

I t . I mean the particular differences in connexion with this Dimgarvan 
^ ^ know that I can put it in that way ; I will tell you exactly 

H 4 my 
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E, O'Thlerly, mv feeling ; that it wouU create good feelings in the minds of his supporters, 
and possibly, when the vacancy occurred, I might be likely to have their 
support. 

•27 March 1854. I wish to ask you whether, in the course of this negotiation, you did 

not represent that you were acting with a party, and that you must consult 
them ?— No ; I stated when Mr. Moore brought me the second proposition, I said 
1 should consult a partv. 

1 763. Am I to understand by that expression that you meant yon should con- 
sult an individual, or that you were a member of a party, and that you must take 
the opinion of that party before you would act ?— What I meant was, that I 
should consult a party who was connected with the borough. 

1764. That is not an individual but a party, the gentlemen with whom you 
were in the habit of acting?— That I was to consult persons who were in con- 
nexion with the borough, and who had supported me. 

1765. That was in London ?— That was in London. 

1766. Will you allow me to ask you whether you did not state that you were 
in tlie hands of a political party here in London, and that you must consult 
them ? — No. 

1767. Recollect yourself? — I do recollect myself; I never said I was in the 
hands of a political party ; 1 know with regard to Mr. Moore, if you allude to 
Mr. Moore, I stated it distinctly to Mr. Moore ; I will tell you the persons ; you 
may know the persons whom I did consult. 

1768. I am instructed to put names to you ; I asked if you did not represent 
to Mr. Moore that you were connected with a political party, and that you 
mentioned the names of Lord Bessborough and the Duke of Newcastle? — No, 
with regard to the Duke of Newcastle. 

1769. I must ask you to answer the question? — In your question you men- 
tioned two names ; with regard to the name of the Duke of Newcastle, I never 
did mention his name, good, bad, or indifferent, to Mr. Moore. 

1770. That you undertake to say ? — But however, if you wish to know, I did 
consult him ; 1 have no objection to tell you what he said ; if you mention the 
name I have a right to state his reply. 

1771. The proper time will come for that? — I never mentioned his name to 

Mr. Moore, and Captain Greene is of the same opinion, that I never did mention 
it to Mr. Moore ; but I did consult him, and the answer he gave was this 

Mr. Roxoe objected to the Witness stating the answer of the Duke of 
Newcastle. 

The Witness. I think it right, as a matter of justice, to give the answer 
of the Duke of Newcastle. 

Mr. James submitted to the Committee that the Witness should be 
entitled to state the answer of the Duke of Newcastle. 

The Witness. I think I have a right to do so. Mr. Rowe would imply, 
from my consulting the Duke of Newcastle, that he knew anything about it. 

I thiuk it only lair to state what he said to me. What the Duke of New- 
castle said was this ; he held up his hand when I mentioned it, and he said, 

“ If this is anything- with regard to petitions, or anything affecting any 
illegal practices or compromise, then you have come to the very worst 
person in the world ; because,” he said, “ both I myself, as an individual, 
and the Government to which I belong, are detei-mined to put it down in 
every possible way, and we are pledged to do so. I am sorry if you should 
suffer ibr it ; but if it was my own nearest relation, it would be the same. 
And one word more I never spoke to him upon the subject. 

1772. Will you allow me to repeat my question. I simply ask you this: did 
you mention the name of the Duke of Newcastle to Mr. Moore? — To the best 01 
iny belief, most solemnly not. 

t" 73 - you undertake to say that you did not ? — I would not undertake 
to say with regard to anything ; 1 speak to the best of my belief. Mr. Moore 
WQS a personal friend, and I have been in the habit of conversing with him. 
I have always received him in friendship. If he mentions things in convei-sa- 
tion, 1 have always received him in friendship. If everything 1 have said in a 
private conversation is to be repeated, it is impossible , 

1774. I understand 
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1774. I understand you to say tliat you do not underUtke to say you did not 
mention that namor— T umlertake to swear, to the best of my belief and in 
which I am supported by Mr. Greene, that I never did mention his nara’e o-ood 
bad, or indinerent. ’ ® 

1 - 7 . 5 - Ditl you "ft inciitiou in that coiiveisatiou with Mr. Moore the name of 
Lord Bessborough ? — Most decidedly I did. 

1776. Did you say that Lord Bessborough was one of tlie party whom von 

must consult? — No; I stated to Mr. Moore;' I said that with regard to this pro- 
position, I am inclined to do what would promote good feeling in the borou°-h ; 
but I said the Duke of Devonsliirc had supported mo in the borough, and alfhis 
tenants voted for me. I think as a gentleman I am bound iu honour, before 
I withdraw the petition, to mention to his Grace the Duke of Devonshire whether 
he would wish me to go on and fight the petition out or not ; most likely I spoke 
to Mr. Moore, a.s he was a ]}urticular friend of mine; I said I would ask Lord 
Bessborough to ask him ; Lord Bessborough did ask him, and the answer he 
gave me was, he would not interfere in the matter at all ; that he was quite sure 
I would act like a gentleman; that he would be perfectly satisfied with any 
course that I adopted. That is all that occurred with regard to consulting any 
party. ^ 

1777. At ])rcscut you arc an income tax commissioner for Ireland ?— Yes. 

1778. Will you be kind enough to tell us whether, at the time of this conver- 
sation with Mr. Moore, or thereabouts, you were in the course of applyino- to 
the Government ior that, officer — Most decidedly and most positively not* I 
never, in my life, either directly or indirectly, applied for that or any other office 
in the whole world, cither at that time or at any other time, or at the time I 
received the office.' 

1779. I roust ask this question : ai'e you cognisant of any application made by 
your friends in your behull tor that office r — I am perfectly cognisant and per- 
fectly certain that no friend of mine or no person in the world ever applied to 
any member of the Government, or to any one connected with the Government, 
for the office at the lime, or 1 believe at any other time whatever. 

1780. Am I to understand that it is your belief that office was conferred upon 
you unsolicited ? — Most certainly ; I have the letter; I will be most delighted to 
show it to Mr. Napier. 

1781. Committee.'] Just simply answer the question? — I have answered the 
question. 

1782. Mr. I am to collect, as far as your knowledge goes, tlmt it was 

conferred upon you unsolicited and for public services? — it was conferred upon 
me uusoheited, and I think from private friendship; it mentions in the note 
personal regard, it mentions persons who arc influential; 1 have no objection to 
the Committee reading the note; there is nothing in the note with regard to 
public service, but being a politician of the party, I suppose that may have been 
considered ; it was not mentioned in the note who conferred the appointment. 

178 o' 1 am very sorry to be obliged to put the question, but 1 am bound to 
do my duty ; I ask you whether you were not so anxious to obtain tliis seat for 
Dungarvan before you got your appointment, that in one of your interviews with 
Mr. Moore you jn’oposed the payment of a sum of money iu order to obtain Mr. 
Maguire’s resignation? — Most certainly and most positively not. 

1784.^ Was it a groat object to you about that time to get an immediate 
resignation from Mr. Maguire; were you very an.xious to get him to resign 
immediately ? — When ? 

178,5. About when this negotiation was going on between you and Mr. 
Moore? — How do you mean? 

’786. To resign his scat; at the time wlien you were in negotiation with Mr. 
Moore for the withdrawal of the petition, at tliat time there was this which was 
called a compromise? — There is nothing about Mr. Maguire resigning his seat. 

’787. Taking the Cliiltern Hundreds? — That was at the end. 

1788. Were you anxious that he should resign his seat ; I do not mean at the 
end of the session? — Of course the sooner I could get it the better. 

^789. I ask you again, did you not propose to that gentleman that the sum of 
Logo/, sliould be paid for Mr. Maguire immediately to resign? — No, I never 
made such a proposition in the world ; I never made any sucli proposition. 

^ 79 Y ■‘'^I'e you cognisant of any such proposition having been made on your 
dehali ? — No ; Captain Greene is the only person authorised to do anv one single 

102. I “ thing 
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JE. GfllaUrty, tiling foT me, and lie states tliat he never heard of such a tiling; the whole of 
Esq. that idea arises from my having consented to pay the back expenses ; that has 

been mixed up with this idea, which Mr. Maguire considered very fair and 

17 March 1854. honourable. I always said I was ready to do that. Captain Greene, when the 
vacancy occurred at Cork, said he was ready to do the same; it was only in 
that way that anything was offered. 

1791!^ When was it that you consented, as you said, to pay the back expenses? 
— At Dungarvan, before the election. 

1792. At what period of time? — The day Mr. Maguire left the borough 
first. 

1 You say some persons, you do not say who ; was it Mr. Hodnett ? — You 
asked me how it arose ; I could not tell jmu ; but I said that Mr. Hodnett might 
have suggested it. 

1794. I want to know who they were ?— I could not tell for u fact. I know 
the two gentlemen who spoke to Mr. Moore about it. 

1795. Who spoke to you about it r — I cannot recollect. 

1796. You stated that some persons mentioned to you that you ought to pay 
the back expenses.- Will you give us the names of those persons ? — I cannot 
recollect who they were ; I cannot recollect who were the persons wlio started it. 

1797. Did Mr. Hodnett suggest it to you? — I told you that in my opinion 
Mr. Hodnett said it w-as a proper thing to do. 

1798. Did he act as your solicitor? — Yes. 

1799. At the election r — Yes ; I could not swear to that at all, it is so long 
since. 

1800. Was any sum suggested as the sum to be paid for those back expenses? 
— I am not sure that the particular sum was suggested, whatever it was. 

1801. Was any sum suggested? — I am not certain whether any particular 
sum was, but I think then there was about 600 L, or something of the kind, 
mentioned. 

1 802. How did you get at that sum of 600 1 . ? — I think some one suggested it. 

1803. Will you undertake to say that Mr. Hodnett, your own solicitor, did 
not suggest to you that it would be desirable you should pay 600 1, as back 
expenses to get rid of Mr. Maguire ? — I cannot say. 

1804. Committee.] AVhatever back expenses there were ? — Yes, that is what I 
said all through ; that is what they have mixed up with this proposition ; it was 
not a sort of thing that Mr. Moore would say. 

180.5. Mr. I only put it to you, whether you did not, to Mr. Moore, 

offer a sum of 1,000 1 . if Mr. Maguire would immediately resign ; you say not ; 
you are not cognisant of any such offer made on your part ? — Certainly not. 

1 806. Are you cognisant of the fact that such a proposition was made to him, 
which he indignantly refused? — No ; nothing of the kind ; because with regard 
to the first proposition I made with regard to the back expenses, Mr. Maguire 
said he considered it very fair and very honourable. 

1807. Do you mean to say that you had a conversation yourself with Mr. 
Maguire? — No, I asked Captain Greene particularly, and he said no such thing 
was said. 

1 808. Any proposition as to money relative to back expenses, and the exact 
amount of those never was ascertained ? — No. 

1 809. As I understand, you never were paid ? — Oh dear, no. 

1810. They were never paid? — No, of course they were not, because it was 
not carried out; Mr. Maguire opposed me veiy strongly at the election. 

1811. You have stated also what took place between Mr. Moore and yourself 
when he brought the document? — Yes. 

1812. 1 ask you distinctly this: the document contains no resti-ictiou that Mr. 
Maguire should not again stand for the borough ?— No. 

1813. Did Mr. Moore tell you that Mr. Maguire vvas at liberty to stand for 
Dungarvan ? — He certainly did tell me ; he certainly did most distinctly tell me 
that Mr. Maguire was to be at liberty; that nothing was to be put into the 
agreement ; he said if a thing of this kind oozes out it might prejudice him. with 
his friends, but, he says, you know he is not going ; and I assure you he does not 
intend to start again. 

1814. He was to be at liberty so to do? — Certainly, he was to be at liberty 
when it was not put into the agreement. 

1815. Inasmuch as there had been this difference between you two genrleraen, 

and 
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aml you imagiuod that Maguiro did Avroiig iu coming there to oppose yon at all 
after he had gone to the Cork assizes, was not the object of this agreement that 
you should go down and put tliat matter clearly to the electors of Dimgarvan to 
see whom the constituency preferred ?~Most certainly not, hut Mr Greene -md 
Mr. Moore will both testify that Mr. Maguire has stated that which was totally 
incorrect. ^ 

iSl6. Committee.^ I umlcrstaml there was no contract that he should not 
stand, and Iroiri what took place you supposed that lie would not?— I was under 
the impression thnt he would not stand hiith before and after ; and when Mr 
Moore told me, I did not press to have it in the agreement. 

1817. It was nut a inattcr of stijmlation ? — No. 

iSlS. -Mr. Itax.i Wc have got the period that this gentleman took the 
ChiUcru Huiulvods ; wimt was the dato of your appointment to be commissioner ; 
when it was communicated to you at bx-st ?— Tt was communicated to meat 
first by this letter ; the letter laid before a clay at the “ Reform it is dated 15th 
August 1850. 

1819. That is the very day the new writ issued for Dungarvan ? — I think it 
was the very clay ; I did not get it till the day after; I wish to tell you, with 
regard to that, tiiut I daresay that, when my friends found that I could not get 
in for the borough, for I was to liavc been the candidate up to the last moment 
almost, then, after carefully going over the registry, they thought there was a 
feeling against me, and 1 might not get in ; some thought that I would, and 
some thought that I would not; I thought I would not myself; others lield 
that I should ; it may then have struck the minds of my friends to offer me this 
office. 

1820. Will you state iu whose department the office is? — Mr. Gladstone’s. 
To relieve you from uny doubt about the appointment, on the Monday, the day 
this letter was written, the appointment was offered, and in the pocket and pos- 
session of another person, and that person declined it in the evening, and it 
was then offered to me ; thnt will show there was no arrangement about my 
having it. 

1821. Do I understand that the first notice you had in order of time, that such 
a piece of good fortune was likely to occur to you, was on the 15th ? — Tlje very 
first notice. 

1822. That or any other appointment? — That or any appointment in the 
world ; I ne%-er thought nor dreamt of anything of tlie kind. 

1 823. ] find til! it you arc stated to have written two letters, one on the 9th and 
the other on the llth of August, calling upon this gentleman to take the Chil- 
tei’u_ Hundreds ? — Yes; I should never have written the letter if I had not 
received a letter from Mr. Maguire, saying that he reciuired me to write the 
letter, 

Mr. Huddleston stated that ho proposed to cross-examine upon these 
letters, and therefore he called upon his friends to produce them. 

2S24. Mr. liowe.'\ I will just ask you, on the llth of August (I will not ask you 
anything about the letters), had you at that time any intention of going down 
to contest the election at Duiigarvan ? — On the llth of August most certainly. 

1S25. You bona Jidt intended to go to Dungarvan? — Oh, most positively ; 
I racist tell you, I think it right to tell you ; I wish to tell you everything ; I had 
inyself a strong feeling that I would not succeed, others had a feeling that I 
would ; I said I would go down and fight, if it was necessary to fight, the 
borough, 

A discussion took place as to whether the two letters alluded to should 
be produced and read ; it was ultimately agreed that a copy of those 
lettei^ contained in a newspaper should be read. 

\The following letter's were then read :] 

Mr. O’Flaherty presents his compliments to Mr. Maguire, and begs to enclose a copy 
of the aiT'angeinent eniered into by him. As the session is drawing to a close, he regrets 
to be oblipiecl to remind Mr. Mafuh-e that it will be necessary for him at once to apply for 
tbe Chiltern Hundreds. 

Reform, 9 August 1853. 

162. I 2 Reform, 



if. O'Fldhertv, 
Esq. 



37 March 1854. 
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E. O'FlahcrUj, 
Esq. 



27 March 1854. 



Reform, 11 August. 

Mr. E. O’Flaherty preseuts his compliments to Mr. Maguire, and was much astonished 
to learn to-night that he has not yet applied for the stewardship of the Chiltero Hundreds. 
He must again refer him to his solemn pledge, as a man of honour, to require ils immediate 
fulfilment. Mr. Maguire has merely to write to the Chancellor to ask him for the steward- 
ship, which, as a matter of couree, will be at once gi-anted. 



Re-e.^amiiied by Mr. Huddleston. 

1826. These were the letters you wrote? — Yes; I wish to state I wrote the 
letter to Mr. Maguire, although ’he attacked me in his paper for it, at his own 
request ; he .said it was necessary I should write to him. 

1827. You mean you wrote tlie second letter? — The first. 

1828. Mr. i?(?we.]’Do you mean to say you had a personal conversation with 
Mr. Maguire ? — No ; I merely state what Captain Greene will tell you. 

iSep.'^Mr. Huddleston.] You were asked some question about a conversatiou 
tliat look place between you and Mr. Moore, with reference to the admission of 
that stipulation in the agreement about Mr. Maguire standing again ? — Yes. 

1830. Did you, from what took place between you and Mr. Moore, understand 
that Mr. Maguire was not to stand again at the subsequent election for Dungar- 
van ? — 1 did understand this, 

1831. Be kind enough to tell me; you were asked about the principles upon 
winch you stood at Duugarvan, and you said upon the Ecclesiastical Tiiies Bill r 
— He asked me generally. 

1832. My friend seemed to put that as the principle; were Mr. Maguire’s 
principles upon that subject the same as your own ? — Yes. 

1833. Mr. Rowe.] At that time? — At that time. 

1834. Mr. Huddlestoni] You gave me a letter, which you said had been 
written by Mr. J. F. Maguire with reference to his assisting you in your election 
at Duugarvan? — Yes. 

1835- Was that the letter {handing a ‘paper to the TFi^jzew) ? — It is written to 
my brother. 

1836. Is it in Mr. Maguire’s haudwriting? — It is. 

1837. Was this after Mr. Maguire had retired from Duugarvan at the first 
election, and before Mr. Hope had retired? — Yes. 



[The folloii'ing document was thenptit in:~\ 

Wednesday. 

My dear O’Flaherty, — I was waiting day after day for a letter from Dungarvan, and I 
have only time to say that I will write an address to my friends in the Examiner of Friday, 
which 1 will have sent on by messenger to Dungarvan that night. I will send fifty copies 
for distribution. Let me know as soon as possible when the election is to take place, and 
if I can attend personally I will. I expected a letter every hour ; and I may add, consider- 
ing ever}’thing, it was what I had a right to expect. I am now in possession of information 
very difl'erent indeed from what had been comraimicated to me in error; but no circum- 
stance on earth would allow me to act against the common interest. 

My dear O’Flaherty, sincerely your friend, 

John Francis Maguire. 

Anthony O'Flaherty, Esq. 

183S. That is addressed to your brother ? — Yes. 

1839. Do you know what Mr. Maguire refers to when he says, “ I expected 
a letter every hour; and 1 may add, considering everything, it was what I had 
a right to e.vpect”: — Yes, I do; what he referred to was my offer to pay the 
back expenses. 

1840. Mr. Rott'e.] That is a matter of reasoning? — Oh, entirely; I do not 
wish to fix a meaning upon it. 

1841. Mr. Huddleston.] At that time, were you under the impression that 
Mr. Maguire was to assist you in your election at Dungarvan ? — Oh yes, most 
fully. 

1842. You have given us the explanation with reference to the interview you 
had with the Duke of Newcastle ? — Yes. 

1 843. You say you did not mention to Mr. Moore the name of his Grace the 
Duke of Newcastle ? — To the best of my belief, I most positively did not. 

5 844. But you may have mentioned the name of the Duke of Devonshire ? — I 
am sure I did ; I said I must consult the Duke, because it is a matter of etiquette. 

1845. When YOU said “ the Duke,” you meant the Duke of Devonshire, and 

had 
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had no intention of referring to tl.e Duke of Newcastle, which may have been 

the mistaken — Yes. ^ avc ueen 

1840. You were asked a good deal about the back expenses; had aiiv annli 
cation been made to you tor tlie payment of those back expenses at any time^— 
Oil no, never. 

1847. Arc you pcrcoually uwuvc, m- would your agent be the best person to 
tell us the uamis of the intiutsses you had in attendance I know all the 
witnesses who wertt m tiUeiidaiiec, because I was very kind to them, and I know 
them all very wadi. 

1848. Was there a person of the name of Ward ?-l am not sure about 
Ward. 

184!). Kelly ?-Kelly, ee.rtaiidy; there was Kelly and Troy, Miss Curren.who 
was examined yiwterday, and there were two Miss Po^yers. 

1850. The lady that is dcecased, ami the lady who had Dr. Christian's vote 
Yes ; James Byrne. 

1851. That was tiie gcmtleman tliat we excluded ?— Yes. 

1852. Mr. Fitzgerald, who was here ?— I do not think he was here- they 

brought merely oyer the first detachment of witnesses. ’ ^ 



Further cross-examined by Mr. Rowe. 



1853. As to the letters witicli have been read, do you happen to know whether 
those letters were written as answers ?-Askiug Mr. Maguire to come clown if 
he possibly could, to support me. 

^ 18.54. Because lluire was another Conservative in the field? — Ido not know 
now It was, although it may liave been. 

1S5.5. After Mr. Hope Iiad withdrawn, in point of fact, was there another 
Lonservative f— I am not certain; I ratlier think tliat there wasj I am not cer- 
tain about It ; I do not know what ajiprelicnsions tliere may have been, or any- 
thing of the kind. •' 



stated that lie proposed to put in the agreement of the 

12tli of April. 

Mr. Rozee was heard to object to the reading of this letter until the 
attesting witness was called. 

After some discussion, the Chairman stated that the Committee were of 
opinion tliat the document mi.ght be read. 



[_The follozomr/ document vxi.-i then handed in.-] 

fi. , . 12 Api-i! 1853 . 

tKai • ^ ■ clay eiitei-ed mto an honourable engagement with Mr. Edmund O’Flaherty, 

petition now pending against me being withdrawn, I will 
fni, V ,.' i*'''”*' of this Session, and in time for a new writ 
to be moved for tlie borough of Dungarvan. 

and promise that no circumstance, wliatever circumstance, shall pre- 
-n.M- tulfillmg tlii.s oliligatioii, which, as a man of honour, I am bound under any 

contingency to discharge. ^ 

John Francis Maguire, 

futfif"' "'huess to this agreement, which I consider Mr. Maguire is honourably bound to 

G. H. Moore. 



The Witness .said he wished to make a statement in explanation of his 
evidence. 

The Chairman stated that the Committee would hear the explanation. 

I wisli to mention that that compromise was produced by 
Mr. Maguire ; I .should not have read it if he had not produced it. 



[The Witness withdrew. 



162. 



13 



Captain 



E. O'Flaiieriy, 
Esq. 



27 March 1854. 
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Captain John Gh'cene was called, and sworn. 

Vii^t.j.Gyeene. Mv. Huddleston stated that he had called Mr. Greene into the box 

because he had stated that he would do so ; he had no question to ask hira, 

27 March 1854. but if his learned friend thought proper to cross-examine him, he was at 

liberty to do so. 

Mr. Sullivan stated that he had no question to put to the witness. 

[The Witness withdrew. 

Thomas Baker, Esq., was called ; and, having' been sworn, was Examined by 
Mr. Huddleston, as follows : 

r. Baher, Esq. 1856. YOU are a Parliamentary Agent? — I am. 

jgg-. Were yon acting- as the Parliamentary Agent of Mr. O’Flaherty in the 

petition which he presented against the return of Mr. Maguire ?— Yes. 

1S58. Were you concerned in drawing that petition?— -Yes. 

1850. Did you take counsers opinion upon it t — No. 

1560. It had not been taken before r— Not that I am aware of. 

1561. Did you present that petition? — Yes. 

1862. Did you obtain a summons from the House for the purpose of bringing 
witnesses ? — "?es. 

1803. And did bring witnesses ? — Yes. 

1864. Can you g'ive us the names of the witnesses that were in attendance r — 
They were very numerous. 

1865. Cau you tell me how tlie petition came to be withdrawn? — I do not 
know ; it was quite a surprise to me. 

1866. You were prepared hona fide to prosecute that petition ? — Yes. 

1867. And to substantiate the allegations of the petition? — Yes. 

1868. Committee.'] You were prepared as agent, 1 suppose, to do your duty? 
— Precisely. 

1 86g. Mr. Huddleston] You had examined the witnesses and made out the 
case for the petition? — Yes. 

1 870. How came you not to read the letter to the Speaker ? — By the direction 
of my client. 

1871. I suppose the expenses were considerable? — No, sir, they were not ; 
the entire expenses, I think, were 18 !)/.; 110/. or 120/. for the witnesses’ 
expenses; there were my own charges and expenses here. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Sullivan. 

1872. You were greatly disappointed that the petition did not come on r — 
Why, yes, sir ; I do not like to be embarked in a thing that is not operative. 

1873. "Who gave you directions to withdraw the petition ? — Mr. O’Flaherty. 

[The Witness withdrew. 

The Chairman stated that the Committee were of opinion that it would 
be a convenient course now to call Mr. Moore, in order to complete the 
evidence about the compromise. 

George Henry Moore, Esq., a Member of the House, was called ; and, having 
been sworn, was Examined by Mr. Huddlestcni, as follows : 

G. H. Afoo«,Esq. 1874. YOU are a Member for the county of Mayo ?— Yes, I am. 

1875. Would you be good enough to look at that document (handing a paper 

to the ? — Yes, I know my handwriting. 

1 876. Is the signature to that in the handwriting of Mr. Maguire ?— I 
quite sure it is in the handwriting of Mr. Maguire, not from any intimate 
knowledge that I have of his writing, but from a knowledge of the fact that he 
did sign the document. 

1877. Because you saw him write it? — Yes. 

1878. "Will you tell me when you were first concerned in settling this 
petition? — I cannot tell the exact day, but it was just previous to the hearing of 
the Dungarvan Election Petition, presented by Mr. O’Flaherty against Mr. 

Maguire. 
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Maguire. Mr. Maguire came to me in the House of Commons, and told me tliat r 

Mr. OTlaherty was not disposed to prosecute the petition, proVided m a* 

meat that would ho just and satisfactory to all parties could be entered into ^ 

1879. Ton had seen at that time a copy of the petition ?— No. 17 Marcli 1, 

1880. Did you get one ?— No, I knew nothing about it, except that tliere was 
a petition. 

1881. When the circumstance of the petition was mentioned to you, did you 
inquire into it ? — No. 

1882. Did you ask Mr. Maguire what the petition was about?— I knew it was 
a petition against liis return. 

1883. Upon wliat ground ? — I did not know. 

1884. You never asked ? — No. 

1885* Did you never muko any inquiry tis to tlie ground upon which the 
petition was presented ?— 1 took particular care not to make any inquiry, because 
I did not think it right. I was asked to interfere between the parties, and that 
being the case, 1 did not wish to know the secrets of either any further than 
I was obliged to do. 

1886. As a Member of tlic House, had you a copy of the petition? — That 
may possibly be, but I never saw the petition. 

1887. Bid you ever liear what w’as in the petition ? — No. 

1888. Did you ever hear the ground of the petition? — No. 

i88q. Bid you ever hear that it charged bribery and treating ? — No. 

1890. Never? — No. 

1891. What did you think it was for ; illegal practices, bribery, and treating ? 

— I have no doubt tiiat it was ; I never saw any petition hardly that it was not. 

1892. Bid you sec Mr. O’Fluherty on the subject ? — I did. 

1 893. Bid a communication take place betw’cen you and him on that subject ? 

— Yes. 

1894. What was tliat ?— 1 met him by appointment, and I had a long con- 
versation witii him. Do you wish me to state wdiat that conversation was? 

^895. If you please? — I just said I wished as much as possible to avoid 
knowing tlis secrets of either party ; but from what I did hear incidentally, 
ray impression was from what I heard, both from Mr. Mag'uire and from Mr. 

0 Flaherty, my impression rather was, that if the matter went before an 
Election Committee! it would be declared a void election, and I wll tell you why 

1 thought so, if you please. Mr. Maguire told me incidentally, and, as it were, 
in spite of himself, that he wished, of course, when he mentioned first the circum- 
stance to me, something about his qualification ; there was some legal difficulty, 

^ lie thought, about Ids qualification ; that there might be some doubts about 
it. In spealdng of Mr. O’Flaherty afterwards, he intimated to me, I do not 
know how' the conversation arose, he thought it was very possible, although he 
might unseat Mr. Maguire, he might not seat himself. Taking that as the basis 
of the arrangement, that it was possible that the election might be declared void. 

I said, “Why should you go into an election petition which will cost you both 
a great deal of money, and in which there will be probably mutual recrimina- 
tion, when, in reality, you will at a much less expense do that which will be 
J’our ultimate result. Go down to the electors of Dungarvau, and ask (hem 
which in reality they wished to be their representative. In order to carry out 
ffiat, letMi'. Maguire undertake at some convenient period to accept the Chilteru 
Hundreds, so that he and you may then go down to the borough of Dungarvau 
and contest it again, ami let them decide between you instead of a Committee of 
the House of Commons.” 

1896. What do you mean by “mutual recrimination”? — Those mutual re- 
criminations that always take place on an election petition. 

1 897. We arc not so well acquainted with it ; what do you mean by “ mutual 
recriminations”? — I meant nothing more than what I have told you. 

iSgS. You have told me nothing at present ?— I cannot tell you any more 
fiian what I know. 

. ^^ 99 - You said you used the words yourself, “mutual recriminations; ’ what 
did you mean by ‘‘ mutual recriminations’’? — I meant this : thac in every elec- 
fion petition that I have ever seen, there is hardly any allegation which can by 
possibility be brought forward which either party can bring against the other 
that they do not 'try to substantiate, whether they can substantiate it or not. 

J thought it very likely, without knowing ; I have already distinctly stated that 

162. 1 4 I neither 
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G. II. Moore, Esq. I neither saw tlie petition or knew what was in it, and I specially avoided, as far 
as I could, knowing what was in the petition; but I considered, as in every 
^ other petition, they would make various allegations.^ 

*7 ‘ ‘ ^ 54- igoo. What allegations ? — Allegations of every kind. 

1901. Mentionafew; do you mean bribery ? — I mean allegations ofbribery, 
treating, intimidation, and many others. 

1902. And qualification?— Qualifications; anything and everything. _ 

1 903. You took it for granted that the petition you were about to get withdrawn 
coutainedallegatious of bribery r — No, I did not. 

1904. Wiiat did you consider it contained r — I did not know ; 1 said it con- 
tained allegations of some nature, what, I did not know, which probably would 
be brought by one party against the other. 

1 Q05. Allow’ me to remind you of your answer ; you said that you took it for 
granted that petition contained all the usual allegations? — I tliouglit that very 
likely it did. 

igo6. Those usual allegations, I think you told me, were bribery, treating, 
intimidation, and disqualification? — Those are some of them;! daresay there 
were many more. 

J907. You took it for granted they were in? — I did not take it for granted;. 

I thought some of them, or any of them, might be in. 

1908. People do not petition against each other, e.xcept upon some ground? — 

I supposed there was some grounds for the petition, and that they had alleged 
those ; I supposed they had some grounds. 

1909. And that they would allege the grounds you mention ? — Yes. 

1910. And amongst those grounds you included bribery and treating? — No, 

I did not; I did not know what they might be. 

1911. I think you said that, “ in spite of myself Mr. Maguix’e said something 
about qualification”? — Yes. 

1912. You were anxious not to know what was the ground ; you merely sus- 
pected ? — I did not suspect anything; I knew nothing about it. _ - 

1913. You guarded yourself from learning what were the exact allegations? 
— I did not wish to know anything about it ; having an arrangement to make 
between two parties who are mutual friends, 1 did not care to penetrate into their 
secrets more than was necessary. 

1914. A public petition was no secret? — I had to speak to them upon the 
subject. 

1915. Was it because you thought it was an illegal thing you were doing? — 
I most unquestionably did not think it w’as an illegal thing I was doing. 

J916. Why did not you make yourself acquainted with it? — I could have 
gone to the petition and read the allegations, but I thought that had nothing ou 
earth to do with what I was about to do. If instead of that I had consulted the 
parties with regard to the allegations, I was quite sure, from the intimate com- 
munications that would be made, that they would tell me a great deal more than 
what was contained in the allegations of the petition, and they might enter into 
some of their own secrets, which I did not wish to know. 

1917. Will you explain to me what you meant by mutual recrimination ? — I 
will endeavour to explain it again ; I have, I think, done so already ; I con- 
ceived in this petition that there would be some allegations made. 

1918. OF wliat character? — Tending of course either to avoid the election, or 
to seat Mr. O’Flaherty. Such allegations as are contained in all election petitions. 
Those allegations necessarily implied recrimination, whatever they might be. 

1919. Do you mean, in common parlance, that meant both sides charging 
each other witli treating and bribery? — I do not mean necessarily that; I meant 
that both sides would chaise each other with something. 

1920. Unless that something was something that would void the election, it 
would be nothing? — Just so. 

1921. Did you expect they would go into the question of intimidation? — I 
did not know ; I had not the least idea. 

1922. By mutual recrimination, you expected some mutual charge agamst^ 
each other of an undue character? — Unquestionably. 

1923. You said you were desirous that should be avoided? — Yes. 

1924. From your experience of election matters, was that desirable to be 
avoided with reference to Duno’arvan ? — I did not know at all ; the only thing. 

I know 



Prrited image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




ON THE DUNGARVAN ELECTION PETITION. -3 

hlard onnc!dentell/“‘'‘'““ *= qualification, which I G.H.Mnor, E„., 

1925. In’spitf! ofyom-sclf, you said? — Just so. - . \ 

1926. I hullcvc you drew up timt agreement yourself?— I did ; that is it is “7 >854. 

my impression I did; it is 111 my handwriting ; just let me read it, and’ then 

perhaps I can say. (After readmg the docmrient) I think it was drawn no bv 
both of us tog'Ctlior, from the style of it. ^ ^ 

1927. Yourself and Mr, Maguire ?— No ; Captain Greene was connected with 
it; I know I wus a parly to the (Iviiwiiio; of it up, 

1928. Give me leave to ask you ; did Mr. Maguire propose to ask yon the 
subject ol the ])ctitioii — No, ho did not at all. 

1929. I tliouglit you said, in spite of yourself lie said something about qualifi- 
cation?— Our convensatum was as short as possible; I will tell you what it was 
Mr. Mrmiiire told ino that he had spoken to Mr. O’Flaherty on the subject: that 
Mr. O’Flaherty had said, altliougli he was to a certain degree opposed to me in 
politics, he had confidence m tny fairness and lionour, and he was willing to hear 
anylbing that, I might suggest in tiio matter. I said, “Why should you want to 
compromise r” His answer was, “ In the first place it would be a good deal of 
expense, very disiigreeable, and there would be some bother or doubt or techni- 
cal objection to my qualification, wbicli, although I think I am in the right, 
might possibly be deeidod against me; and, under those circumstances I think 
it would be as well that the petition should be witlidrawii.” 

1930. You said, “ I studiously avoided inquiring into the subject of the peti- 
tion”?— Yes, I did. ^ 

1931. Did you communicate that to Mr. Maguire, thinking it would be satis- 
factory to yoursolt not to know anything about that ; did you sav, “ Do not tell 
me anything; I will go into it with clean hands”?— My imprrasion is I said 
nothing about it. 

1932. You said, in spite of youvself; did you stop him?— I think it very likely 
1 aid ; I do not know whether I did or not. 

1933* You tiiink it more probable that you did?— I said it is possible, or pro- 
bable I did. t > i' 

1934. I take it for granted that you did not really want to know anything 
about what was in the petition? — I did not want to know anything about it. 

J 935- Or ■what were the personal apprehensions and hopes of either party — 
inat IS just really tlie case ; I did not want to know anything about it. 

1936. Therefore, whatever might be the knowledge of Mr. Maguire liimself 
^ to^ the allegations of the petition, you merely acted as agent to settle that peti- 
tion r Not at all ; ] acted as between the parties. 

1937- I suppose you avoided iiko going into the question with Mr. O’Flaherty, 

3s 0 his chances of success upon the petition? — I did, certainly ; I avoided the 
question as to any counter -allegations that might be made against him ; I did 
uotwish to know whether Mr. O'Flalierty regarded them as well founded or not. 

y®*’' brought the instrument, I think you say, ready signed ? — 

0) did not say that ; I think it is rather probable that that was not the case ; 
ad some interviews before this instrument was drawn up at all, and I think 
^as drawn up by Captain Greene and myself together; but I forget about 

^939- Tlierc is one thing, I suppose, I might take for granted, that you were 
party?— I am a party to the agreement; as to -who compromised it, I am not 
Pi-apared to say. ^ y 

^940- Do you remember, after handing the document to Mr. OTJaheity, any 
antion being made as to their not having inserted in it a stipulation that Mr. 
agmre should not stand again ? — You are not stating the circumstance at all 
It occurred ; I did not baud this to-Mr. O’Flaberty; if you would allow me 
tell you I would shorten it. I liad one or two conversations with Mr. O’Fla- 
on the subject; and the third time, I think it was, I saw Captain Greene, 
we agreed to something in the nature of this compromise verbally and finally. 

Captain Greene, and this document was drawn up and signed by Mr. 

“Maguire and myself as a witness. 

Forgive me ; lam afraid we have not saved time by that ; you took it 
y urself to Mr. O’FlaJicrty ? — That is just what I say I did not. 

^942. Mr. O’Flalierty and you seem to be at variance ? — My recollection of the 
IS, that we went to Captain Greene, a printing office, an establishment vrith 
^ K ^ ^ which 
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a. H. Meare, Esq, whicli Captain Greene is connected, with regard to a new discovery of printing, 

"■ in Regent-street ; we went down there together, and there we agreed to this 

~ ; document. 

27 a.oicii i3j4. j j jjuj spcjiting about the agreement of the document ; 1 am speaking 
of the' time that it was handed by you, according to Mr. O’Flaherty’s .statement 
to him. Mr. O'Flaherty says you brought it to him t a very little conversation 
occun-ed at the time when you handed it to liitn, possibly ; you would not under- 
take to say that that is not so?— No, I would not. I know tliat we went clown 
to this place at Regent-street, and there we drew up and finally settled the 
matter. 

1944. You say you would not undertake to say you did not yourself per- 
sonally deliver that to Mr. O’Flaherty? — I could not undertake to say so. 

1 945. You do not recollect the conversation ; if you did deliver that paper to 
Mr. O’Flahertyj do you remember at the time his making an observation that it 
contained no stipulation that Mr. Maguire was not to stand again ? — On whose 
jiart ? 

1946. Just read tlie document? — 

1947. Committee.] Was there any conversation about the ^standing again?— 
Not on that occasion ; it was talke'd about twenty times before, but I do not 
recollect that it was at that particular time. 

1948. You will not undertake to say that a conversation of that sort did not 
take place?— I would undertake to say that we did not talk upon the subject. 

1949. But not as a remark you made fur the fii-st time, because the thing had 
been finally settled long before ; a conversation to this effect, that it contained no 
stipulation that Mr. Maguire should not stand again, and you expressly did not 
put that into the document, because it was consiclei-ed it might injure Mr. Maguire 
with his constituents’ — Most unquestionably not. It was expressly agreed that 
he should stand again, and he was to have the privilege of standing again; and 
if any conversation of that kind occurred at the period in question, it would 
only be with reference to several other conversations ; but 1 doubt whether it 
occurred at all. 

ig.SO. You have already stated that you do not recollect the conversation? — 

I am quite sure that it did not and could not have occurred in the form of an 
observation, then made the fii^t time with regard to tlie agreement, because the 
stipulations had been made and agreed to many times before. 

1Q51. Whatever may have been your ■ impression of the arrangement, the 
object of this arrangement was to withdraw the petition ? — The object of the 
an-angement was, it was a condition of the arrangement that the petition should 
be withdrawn. 

1952. That was the object. “ I have this day entered into an honourable 
engagement with Mr. Edmund O’Flaherty, that, in consideration of the petition 
now pending against me being withdrawn, I will accept the Chiltern tlimdreds, 
prior to the close of this Session, and in time for a new writ to be moved for the 
borough of Dungavvan. I solemnly declare and promise that no circumstance 
whatever shall prevent me from fulfilling this obligation, which, as a man of 
honour, I am bound, under every contingency, to discharge. John Fra?icis 
iMagub'eF — “ 1 am witness to this agreement, which 1 consider Mr. Maguire is 
Iioiiourably bound to fulfil. G. H. Moore ” ? — You may draw any inference from 
the document that you please. 

1953. That was the object of withdrawing the petition? — The object was the 
whole arrangement ; it was au arrangement entered into between tw o people. 

1954. I'o do what? — To do what was there; that was the arrangement; the 
arrangement was a complete arrangement ; and you know what that arrange- 
ment was. 

39.55. Do you remember the vacancy taking place for Cork? — Do you mean 
on the last occasion ? 

1956. Yes? — I remember there was a vacancy and an election. 

1957. Do you know whether Mr. Maguire canvassed the electors on that 
occasion r — 1 do not. 

1955. Had you any communication with Mr. O’Flaheriy, with reference to 
Mr. Maguire’s going down to Cork? — Do you mean at the period when this 
arrangement was made? 

3959. Yes ? — No ; not afterwards, to the best of niy recollection. 

igdo. Y’as anything said at the period of this arrangement? — Yes, a pod 
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deal ; I m«.et tell yo„ the whole of the circomstanees. What occurred on the, 
occasion was m reference to the very question you have lately aske" After M ' 
aiTangemen , I do not say after the arrangement had been Lned bufafer h”e 
^rang-cnieut had been v.r t.ally agreed to, Mr. OT'dahertv^aid tl at f -ai 
Magoiro insisted on going down to contest the borough of tfnnnarvan wit , hi™ 
1,™ to^avoid that by contesting Cork, lie would |ive 500l.“t„ the eleoru 

1961. This was at tlio time you were talking over the question as to the 
lonoi, ruble engagement winch tlieso two gentlemen were to enter into befo e 
tlie terms wore |irevioiisly iirrnnged ?-Not hdbre the terms were n revious v 
arranged ; ,t may have been, and I think was, before the signing of he doet^ 
merit 1 1 am not certain when it wiis ; it was after the wlmfe undo,, f y “ 
perfectly liiiished, except that 1 do not know when the doeument 
signed ; hut It was niter the arra.igement was finally eoneinded between till 

1962 Was it pending the negotiations .t-No, it was not pending the neo-oti 
ations; I consider the negotiation was virtually eoneinded at dial time ^ 

1969. When did those negotiations ooiiiiuence r-I do not know the date at 

Maguire came tome in the Hote d 

thief otfo'li'rdilvl® =»''<=>‘'J»d?-My™pressionis, 

1965. Do yon know that tlie witnesses have arrived ?-I know notl.ing about 
t but mm one observiUimi ■ tl.at Mr. Maguire told me that he wished I to be 

“Pff taes“r "" 

1966. Did bo say tliere were a great many witnesses ?— No 

momtLii lfiatnitftokry:??: witnesses .=-1 do not know 

igfiS. Yon were going to say ?- 1 was not going to say more than I did say 

f o' I nsteil™ ’“'V'’"® "■'/"‘“'■io" continued ?-Three or four tW.^' 

1970. 1 asked you if you knew from Mr. Maguire ; or you knew yourself 

dif”ofknfv™''''“‘^ ' “ '‘'■8'“"*''“"' the witnesses had arrived ?— No, I 

mav fe.'ve'n“' 0’^’"'“''ty tell you that the witnesses had all come?— He 

conL's,f^™“ 1 ■'““Section at all about it; we had verv lonv 

conversations upon the subject. ' ° 

youfvf/wmr conversation about Cork.?_niave told 

DanSv?“‘ !lf ““ '• if Mr..Maguire, instead of contesting 

trvino f ^ Pctstmccc of Ibis arrangeiuent, were to avoid that by 

men- ° f I?"' O’f’Icitcrty) would give 500 1 . and tlm 

IMin^n * * ' “’cction, so as to Iree Mr. Maguire from the opposition of con- 

lesung Diiiigarvau with him. 

1974- Was aiiytliing said about the back expenses of the previous election?— 

^’ox a Single -word. 

cannot make a mistake between the two ? — Oh, not at all 

brib^/w. rejected it, a,s I had already rejected a 

onoe before irom Mr. Maguire. 

comiiiiiiiicate the ofl'er to Mr. Maguire, or did you reject it at 
Mao' •. certain whether 1 communicated the whole affair to Mr. 

I considered the agreement was over ; but the first one I did 
communicate to him very distinctly. 

107 ' ^ " ' know about it, if you like. 

itisdvV citlling you before the Committee for that purpose, and therefore 
^ g'^hig into every circumstance; I am not taking one side of the 
^ finish first about the 600 I ?~That followed, 

otinf that, we will finish that first; the 500 /. you sav you at 

iq8 r-Oh. most unquestionably. 
loS^' T ^ consider it for a moment: — Not a moment. 

Ithmk '-j opinion of your principal upon that?-- 

j o '■6>'y pvobable I communicated it to him ; I did the first, certainly, 
y 3 - Let me finish about the 500 /.?—I am speaking of the 500 /., but I say 
K 2 that 



J'l- Miiiirc, J'i 

M. P. 

•^7 3‘^''.:ch >8j 
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that I am quite sure I uever for a moment considered it as an offer that Mr. 
Maguire could seriously entertain j but it is very likely that I do not recollect 
wlie'tlier 1 did or- not; it is very likely I communicated it to Mr. Maguire in 
exactly the same form, and for the same motive that I did the first. 

11)84. You did not lake time to consult Mr. Maguire before you refused?— 

I lia'd nothiug- to do with this arrangement ; this arrangement was concluded; 
it was a subsequent proposition, independent of tliisamuigcment, and consequent 
upon this arraugeinent ; I had nothing to do with whetlicr he objected to it or not. 

198,5. You were anxious to tell us the particulars of the first; now will you tell 
us ' — i will. Having made the proposition which I have already detailed to you 
to Mr. O’Flahevtv, Mr. O’Flaherty told me that he could not entertain ray propo- 
sition at all until he had consulted his friends ; he said, “ I am not acting for 
myself alone, but for a party.” He made use of that expression several times. He 
said, “ 1 must cousult my friends before I can enter into a negotiation upon this 
basis.” I asked him who his friends were ; he mentioned that tlio Duke of Devon- 
shire had assisted him in the election of Dungavvan, and of course he could not, 
without (as he conceived) his approbation, consent to enter into any proposition 
with regard to an election in which he had been assisted by him ; but the friends 
lie particularly wished to consult were the Duke of Newcastle and Lord Bess- 
borough. He told me it would be absolutely necessary to consult tliem ; he said, 

‘ I cannot enter into this matter until I have consulted my friends but the day 
just previously to this, he told me in the fii-st instance lie objected to my propo- 
sition, and said that he wanted his seat, and that he would give Mr. Maguire 
1,000/. if he would surrender Dungarvan to him. I told him this was entirely 
impossible ; that it was a matter I could not enter upon seriously at all ; that 
I should communicate it to Mr. Maguire, as I should the substance of the whole 
conversation, but that it would be with the strongest possible reprehension of any 
such transaction, and that I would not agree to it at all ; that if he wished to 
enter into any arrangement, it must be upon the basis I proposed. He then told 
me he was acting, not for himself, but for a party ; he could not enter upon any 
arrangement without consulting his friends, the Duke of Newcastle and Lord 
Besshorough ; but the other proposition of 1,000 /. I am fully authorised to make 
you now, and to can-y it out. 

19S6. You did not seriously entertain the proposition of 1,000/.? — Not 
myself, as a proposition. 

1987. You did convey it to Mr. Maguire? — I mentioned it to Mr. Maguire, 
with the strongest reprehension upon the proposition ; Mr. Maguire instantly 
rejected it as one that was not to be considered for a moment. 

1988. Was tliere anything else in that conversation? — There were a great 
many things. 

1989. You have not heard Mr. O’Flaherty’s explanation; you were notia 
tlie room ? — No ; of course not. 

1990. Did you attend the election at Dungarvan in 18153 ? — Oh dear, no. 

1991. Do I understand you that you have never at any time had any conver- 
sation with Mr. Maguire with reference to the petition of 1852 , aud the allega- 
tions contained in it? — I never had any conversation with him as to the alle- 
gations contained in it against himself. 

1992. Did you ever read the petition of 1853 ? — No, never ; I have not read 
one word of it ; I have never seen it, nor of 1854 . You mean this last petition, 
I understand 

1993. Yes? — No; I have not read a word of it. 



Cross-examined by Mr. Sullioan. 

1994. You had several interviews with Mr. O’Flaherty prior to the agreement 
being entered into which was afterwards put into writing? — Two or three. 

1995. Did Mr. O’ Flaherty make any proposition to you on his behalf during 
that negotiation ? — He proposed to lodge in my hands a thousand pounds for 
Mr. Maguire, provided he would give up the seat to him. 

1996. Was that after you had stated that Mr. Maguire might resign at some 
future day? — ^Yes. 

5997- -A-re you positive that in that conversation he mentioned the name of 

the Duke of Newcastle ? — 1 am perfectly satisfied that he used exactly 

^ ^ ■ words 
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■words fixed themselves very much upon my recollection— exactly what I stated • 
that he could not cuter into an anMUgcmcni without consulting— 1 was very 
much astonished at the proposition— but that he was fully authorised at the 
moment to cany out the arratigcmcnt oflodging in my hands l,ooo I, provided 
he would vacate his scat. He also mentioned the Duke of Devoushi^ ; not as 
the party whose consent should he nccessai’ily obtained ; but the parties, as he 
said, with whom it was necessary to treat, were the Duke of Devonshire and Lord 
Bessboroiigh. 

igij8. Did Mr. OTlalierly state he would consult the Duke of Newcastle?— 
He said he would consult his friends ; those were his friends. 

iggg. At a subsequent meeting the terms were agreed to ?— Yps. 

2000. Was there any <loi.iht whatever, or could tiiere be any doubt,- that Mr. 
Maguire was at liberty to go down to Dimgarvan ?— Not the slightest; it was 
stipulated expressly a doxeu times. 

2001. Had not the going down ot Mr. Maguire to Dungarvan, upon any 
vacancy that was created, been canvassed ?— It formed a pint of the basis of the 
whole matter, as to whether he should or .should not. 

2002. In point of fact, it was designedly and by agreement left out of that 
document ? — Oh, certainly ; both parlies were free to do what they pleased. 

2003. And Mr. Maguire went down to Dungarvan : who did you think was to 
have opposed him there r— Any one. Mr. Maguire wrote to me shortly after he 
accepted the Chiltern Himdreds. Some little discussion took place as to whether 
he was in reality obliged to vacate his scat in favour of any one but Mr. 
O’Flalierty. Mr. Maguire wi'ote to me a letter upon the subject. 

2004. Mr. IJudilleslon.'] What has become of th-at letter r — 

The Chah'man intimated to the learned Counsel that there was no neces- 
sity for the Witness to enter into the contents of that letter. 

Witness^ I communicated to Mr. Maguire that I thought he was quite in the 
wrong ; those are the words I used ; that the agreement was entered into not be- 
tween Mr. O’Flaherty and him, hut between him and a party, and consequently 
any of that |)arty had a right, as I conceived, to go down and contest the 
borough instead of Mr. O’Flaherty. 

200,5. Was not, iu point of fact, considerable anxiety exhibited by Mr. 
OTIaherty to have an immediate ' resignation ? — I was not in London at the 
time, but I heard so. 

2006. In the negotiation between yourself and Mr. O’Fiaherty, prior to the 
signing of this document, was there not considerable anxiety exhibited by Mr. 
O’FIaherty to get an inmiediate resignation ; the resignation not to be deferred, 
but to be immediate ; before tiiat agi’cement was signed, did not Mr. O’Fiaherty 
frequently exhibit anxiety that he should resign ?— Fie offered 1,000 /, to get 
over the seat to himself. 

2007. You commiuncated that to Mr. Maguire? — I did. 

2008. Do you remember tlie words? — I did not communicate to him the offer 
to be considered ; I merely mentioned the fact to him. We never treated it for 
a moment as a matter tiiat could be accepted ; and I told Mr. O’Fiaherty so 
the next time we met. 

20og. It was iiulignaiitly rejected r — Oh, entirely ; absolutely ; it was not 
entertained at all. 

2010. Were you aware at this time, Mr. Moore, that there were some technical 
difficulties about his qualification ; are you aware whether the election petition 
for the borough of New Ross had been determined ?— No, that had not been 
determined ; to the best of my recollection it had not, but I really do not 
know. 

2011. My friend, on the opposite side, has asked you whether it was possible 
that the 1,000 1 . might not be in some way confounded with the back expenses ; 
could there have been any doubt about that? — I have not the slightest doubt 
that a word about back expenses never was mentioned to me at all. 

2012. But an offer of 1,000 1 . ? — But an offer of 1,000 /., without any reference 
to the why or the wherefore. 

2013. That he was authorised to make it?— That he was authorised to 
make it. 

102. K 3 Re-examined 



G. H, Moore, Esq., 

M. p. 

97 March 18,54. 
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Re-examiued by Mr. Huddleston. 



Miii-fti 1S54. 2014. Have you any memorandum of that conversation? — No. 

201.5. Is it fixed upon your memory as well as the fact of tins document 
liaving been delivered by.yonrself to Mr. O’fiaherty? — It is fixed in my 
memory much more distinctly ; it was a very important statement on the part 
of Mr. O’Flaiierty, so rcucii so that no one could well forget it. 

2016. Where is the other part of this document? — I know nothing about it. 

2017. Is tliat in your handwriting, Copy agreement”? — That is notray 
handwriting. 

2018. Just look at it again, and say whether it is not yours ? — I am sure it is 
not ; I am pretty sure it is not. (fl'lte Witness again looked at the document.) 
It is as unlike my handwriting as can be. 

2019. If it is unlike your hand, I will not ask you if it is your handwritirav ? 
— I know nothing about it, except from the look of it ; it is unlike my hand* 
writing, and therefore I do not tliink I wrote it; that is the only reason. 

2020. Was any person present when you say’’ this conversation took place 
about the l,ouo/. ? — No. 

2021. Nobody but yourself and Mr. O’Flaherty ?— No. 

2022. V-Hien was it you said this conversation about the 1,000/. took place? 

It took place at tlie time that I made this proposition to Mi\ O’Flaherty ; it 
took place at the conversation that took place between us. 

2023. At the time wdien those terms were offered ? — Yes. 

2024. Had YOU made a proposition of terms? — ^A^ery distinctly. 

2025. Had the terms been agreed upon? — No, I fold you they had not; 
he said he could not agree upon them until he could consult his friends. 

[The Witness then withdrew'. 

The Cha'mnan intimated to the learned Counsel that, as Mr. Moore had 
beeu called unexpectedly, the Committee would give the Petitioners the 
opportunity, if they wished to avail themselves of "it, of recalling Captain 
Greene. 

Mr. Huddleston, on the part of the Petitionei-s, stated, tliat he had no wish 
to put any question to Captain Greene. 

. Thomas Baker, Esq., was recalled, and further Examined by the Committee, as 
follows : 

T. n,i!x'r, Esq. 2026. \ 0 U wish to give some explanation of your evidence? — Yes. 

... . _ 2027. State what it is? — I recollect a brief containing jMr. O’Flalierty’s case, 

and the evidence was submitted to Mr. Meagl)ev, and his opinion was taken. 

[The Witness withdrew. 

[Adjourned to Eleven o’clock To-morrow. 
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Martis, 28 ' (Ac Martii, 1854. 



MEMBERS PRESENT. 



Tlie Right Hon. Jiisoph Nupicr. 
Mr. Henry . Tallies liaillie. 

'I'hc Hon. Henry Brand. 



Captain Gladstone, 

Mr. Wiiliam Philip Thrice. 



The lliHHT Hoh. .IOSEPH NAPIER, in the Ciiirn. 



Mr. James stateil to tijo Committee that Captain Greene and Hr O'Fia- 
herty were c.-tcccdiugly anxious to be permitted to be examined witli refer- 
ence to the OTiilciiee that liad been given bv Mr. Moore on the subieet of 
the compromise. ‘ ' 

Mr. iioK’c said be should object to that. 

Tile Coniinittee-room was cleared. 



Counsel, agents, ami parties having been called in, 

The CArn™«« stated that the Committee were of opinion that Captain 
Greene and Mr. 0 Flaherty ought to he allowed to appear us witnesses. 

Mr. Jlme was heard to object to Captain Greene and Mr. O'Flaherty 
being- culled as witnesses. ■' 



After some discussion, 

fhe Chainnan stnted that the Committee thought, it being a question of 
character, they ought to be allowed to give any explanation on the subject 
they desired. •* 



•28 March i S5 • . 



been 



Captain Gm-HC, n Memlier of the House, was called; and, iiav 
sworn, was Jixaminecl by Mr. Huddleston, as follows : 

20iS. DID you act as the friend of Mr. OTlalierty in this matter? — Yes. 

matter of this agreement {handing an Agi-eement to the Witness) 



•2036, iiie circumstances of tlie negotiation? — Certainly. 

the whole course of the transaction, did you, either from Mr. 
01' Mr. Moore, hear anything about 1,000 /. ? — No, not a specific sum. 

anything at all relative to the payment of money; to the 
, ^oney, on the part of Mr. O’Flaherfy, for Mr. Maguire to give up his 
was a wish that Mr. Maguire should start for Cork, as a vacancy 
as anticipated, and Mr. O’Flaherty was satisfied to be the bearer of the expenses 
that contest. ^ 



2039. Exclude that question of the expenses; did you hear, either from 
Moore or Mr. O'Fiaherty, anything with reference to a sura of 1,000/. to be 



gJveu to Mr. Maguire r — No ; I have no recollection of any 
K4 



2040. Could 
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Capt. J. Greens 

M. P. 



2030. In what position did Mr. Moore act during that neo-otiation ?— As the 
mead of Mr. Maguire. 



friend of 



2031. Did you look at him in the light of an umpire, 

-til'. .Maguii’c’s ■(? — As 11 friend of Mr. Maguire. 

2032. You were acting as the friend of Mr. O’Fluherty ? — Certainly. 

5 ’>"‘ received from Mr. O’Flaherty a communication of all the 
cuinstancia, so far as they were known to him r — I should say so. 

2034. ^Vs H friend ? — Yes ; to the best of my belief, I conceived Mr. O'Flaherty 
I'oula not place me in the iiosition of'his friend with an imperfect ease. 
tl you believe, you are acquainted with all the circumstances of 

le case . Certainly not ; I am not acquainted with anything about the petition : 
1 riever read it. i' » 




Capt. J. Greene, 

M.P. 



28 March 185+. 
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2040. Could you have forgotten such a thing if it had been mentioned? — • 
‘Well, I think not. 

2041. During the course of the negotiation, did you hear the Duke of 

Newcastle’s name mentioned? — Not that I no; the Duke of Devonshire was 

referrred to by Mr. O’Flaherty as a party whom he should consult, from the 
interest he had taken in his return. 

2042. But the Duke of Newcastle’s name, as far as you are able to say, was 
never mentioned ? — So far as I am able to say, it was not. 

2043. Let me refer again to the other portion ; what was it that was said with 
refercMice to the payment of the expenses? — The payment of the expenses was 
referred to in two instances: one, to the best of my recollection, daring the 
negotiation, and the olher when the anticipated vacancy took place for Cork ; 
tliere was no 1,000 mentioned. 

2044. There \vas a reference to the payment of expenses on the first occasion; 
what had that reference to?— There was an anticipated vacancy for Cork then, 
as well as my recollection serves me. The question of expenses at that time was 
mentioned, and perhaps something more relative to the expenses of Mr. Maguire 
for the election for Diingarvau ; I am not quite sure of that. 

2045. In the second instance, when there was a vacancy for Cork, Mr. Maguire’s 
expenses of the contest were brought forward. 

Mr. Roxve w'as heard to apply to the Committee that the witness should 
he called upon to name the pai'ties who were present. 

Mr. Huddleston said he had no objection to ask him to do so. 

2046. Mr. Huddleston?^ Who was present when this conversation took place? 
— I liave understood you to refer to conversations generally between me and Mr. 
Moore or Mr. O’Flaherty; I have not understood you to refer to a particular 
conversation. 

2047. So everybody thought, 1 believe; did you merely mean to coniine 
your answer to the conversation which took place between yourself and Mr. 
O’Flaberty, yourself and Mr. Moore, or yoiu’self and Mi’. Maguire, pending the 
negotiation ? — I will not undertake to speak exactly to the time when that con- 
versation occurred, I am only speaking to the best of my belief as to the conver- 
sation occurring at different times. 

204S. You say the reference to the payment of the expenses occurred in two 
instances; one, with reference to the payment of the expenses to which Mr. 
Maguire had been put at previous elections? — I think that was mentioned. 

2049. other with reference to the expenses; I mean if he went to Cork 
to contest that seat ? — Yes. 

2050. Except upon those two occasions, or except with reference to those two 
points, did you, from Mr. Moore, or from Mr. O’Flaherty, hear anything of an 
offer of a sum of money for Mr. Maguire to withdraw, except with reference to 
those two ? — No, I have no recollection of any. 

2051 . Would you have recollected it, if it had taken place ? — I think so. 



Cross-examined by Mr. SuUvoan. 

2052. When did you first act as Mr. O’Flaherty’s friend? — The memoran- 
dum of agreement 

2053. When ?— I must answer it indirectly ; the memorandum of agreement, 
as well as my recollection serves me, was signed on tire 12th April ; the arrange- 
ment that was entered into was a thing of a few days’ continuance ; I cannot 
take upon myself to state the exact day. 

2054. How many days before the 12th of April, can you say that you first 
acted as Mr. O’Flaherty’s friend? — I cannot say. 

2055. About ? — About four or five days ; I would not take upon myself to 
answer that question ; I made no memorandum about it. 

2056. Are you aware that Mr. Moore had been acting betweenMr. O’Flalierty 
and Mr. Maguire prior to your intervention ? — No. 

2057. Are you aware that after your intervention Mr. O’Flaherty and Mr. 
Moore had many conversations r — I am not. 

2058. Would you undertake to say that they did not ? — That it would be im- 
possible for me to say. 

2059. Theii 
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2059. Then yon could not say wlnit possibly might have occurred >_No 

2060. I understood you to say that, before tire arrangement was entered into 
there was some conversation about the payment of the expenses to be incurred 
at Cork ?— I said there was a conversation about that. 

2061. One prior to the arrangement and another after ?— It may have been 
prior, or it may not ; I liavo gimrderl myself about the e.xact times, because I do 
not know tliem ; I speak to that conversation to the best of mv recollection 

20C2. Was tlrore not, in point of fact before this an-angement was conic to. an 
ofler by Mr O Ilabcrty to pay money for something to Mr. Maguire if he gave 
up his seat?— No, not that I am aware of; the offer was, if he contested Cork 
at the next vacancy ; and there may have been a reference to former expenses 
attending that contest at Diingarvan, but I do not recollect. 

206,3. I am not alluding to that answer. Was it not as an inducement to con- 

test Cork and abandon iJnngarvan that any such proposition was made? It 

appears so; I cannot say it was not ; I suppose a man would never offer to nav 
the expenses of anything, excepting some benefit resulted from it. 

2064. Now, at the first conversation that you allude to, where money was 
mentioned or expenses mentioned, who was present then ?— I do not know. 

206,5. Where did that conversation occur; can you say t— No I cannot' 

2066. Yon cannot say who was present ; was Mr. O’Flaherty there when the 

ai-rangement was decided upon ?— What first led to the expenses of the Cork 
election was tliis : it was desirable to bring about an arrangement that would 
dinnnish the expcnae.s of a petition ; I, acting as Mr. OTlaheny’s personal friend 
th^t ^ .question, and 1 conclude it was consequent upon 

2067. Who proposed the payment of the expenses of the Cork election 5 — 
I Qitl, in one instance. 

2065. Did any one else ever propose it ?— Of course, I considered Mr. 
0 Flaherty authorised me to propose it. 

2069. To whom did you mention that proposal? — I mentioned it to Mr 
Maguire. 

2070. At what time did you mention that to Mr. Maguire ■ — I believe after 
that agreement was signed. 

2071. After the agreement was signed ; just confine yourself to what occurred 
before the agreement was signed ; I am quite aware of that contest; I will come 
to that just now. Who authorised the proposal for the payment of the expenses 
that YOU mentioned as having occurred prior to the agreement ? — As possible to 
have occurred ; I have not stated positively it occurred ; I say, to the best of my 
belief, the payment of the expenses of the Cork election were referred to prior to 
the signing of the agreement ; I speak only from recollection. 

_ 2072. Recollecting just as well, that, this conversation took place as the 
circumstances attending it ; the one is just as fresh as the other ; you may tell 
nie who suggested that first proposal ? — Of course Mr. O’Flaherty suggested it, if 
It occurred ; I do not say it ilid occur. 

2073. Putting it hypothetically as you do, “ if it occurred,” that there was a 
proposal to Mr. Maguire prior to the signing of the agreement, tliat he should 
be paid his expenses of a contest for Cork, Mr. O’Flaherty autliorised that? — 
Supposing a conversation did occur, Mr. OTlahcrty authorised it. 

2074. i will ask you a distinct question, and 1 will require as distinct an 
answer; upon your oath, was there not an offer of money for some purpose or 
other, made by Mr. O’Flaherty to Mr. Maguire, prior to the signing of that 
agreement? — Not througli me, that I recollect. 

2075. An offer of money ? — Bo you mean expenses ? I have already stated, 
upon my oath, that there may have been such a thing, but I do not state, upon 

oath, that there was such a thing. 

2076^. If a man offers to pay expenses in money, that is just the same as giving 



The Chairman intimated to the learned Counsel, that the question put to 
the Witness had more the form of an argument than of a question. 

The fVitness.'\ As a matter of opinion, I think there is a great difference. 

2077. Were you on any occasion present at a conversation between Mr. Moore 
Mr. O’Flaherty prior to the signing of this agreement ? — I may have been. 

2078. Were you? — I would not take upon myself to swear it. 

162. \j 2079. Now, 



Capt. J. Greene, 

M. P. 
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2079. Now, you have said, Captain Greene, that you did not hear the Duke of 
Newcastle’s name mentioned in any of these interviews r — No. 

2080. You stated immediately afterwards, “ according to the best of my recol- 
lection are you ready to swear that that name was not mentioned ? In my 

presence : - , - r i 1 • 

2081. Yes ; that you never heard that name mentioned r — I never heard it. 

2082. From Mr. O’FIahorty or from Mr. Moore ? — I never heard it as a 
matter in reference to the Duke of Newcastle in any way. I never heard the 
Duke of Newcastle’s name mentioned as an umpire. 

2083. Did you ever hear, in any interview respecting this Dungarvan election, 
the name of the Duke of Newcastle mentioned r — I cannot say that. 

•2084. Upon your oatli, was not the uame mentioned with reference to this 
election? — It may have been, but never placing him as a rcterce. 

2085. I am not asking that : was the name ever mentioned in connexion with 
this last election, prior to the signing of the agreement ? — I have no recollection. 

2086. Will you swear that it was not mentioned ? — I will not. Many names 
are mentioned in my hearing. 

2087. I am not asking you as to other names, but as to this particular name : 

will you swear that the Duke of Newcastle’s name was not mentioned to you in 
one of those interviews prior to the signing of this agreement?— 'riie facts of the 
case 

2088. Will you answer ray question? — I will not swear it. I must apply to 
the Committee for liberty to explain that. 

2089. Certainly you can explain it?— The Duke of Newcastle s name may 
have occurred in a conversation connected with that election, but I undertake 
to swear that I never heard it mentioned as an umpire to whom reference should 
be made. It may have occurred casually. 

2t'90. Mr. O’Flaherty was very anxious that Mr. Maguire should resign the 
Dungarvan seat? — Very. 

2091. Had it been proposed, in any of the interviews at which you were 
present, that Mr. Maguire should vacate his seat at a future time ? — Yes. 

2092. Now, subsequent to tlie signing of the agreement, you stated you had a 
conversation respecting the Cork election ? — Yes. 

2093. I believe that tliat conversation took place, either at a time when a 
vacancy was imminent or had actually occurred ? — To the best ot my I'ecollection, 
it was when a vacancy had occurred ; at tlie same time, it may have been spoken 
of immediately preceding it. 

2094. Did you not then propose to Mr. Maguire that he should go down to 
Cork and contest it, and not go to Dungarvan ? — I did. 

2095. That was subsequent to the agreement being signed? — Just so; the 
agreement had been signed. Mr. O’Flaherty was anxious that Mr. Maguire 
should start for Cork, and leave Dungarvan clear for him, believing that Mr. 
Maguire had got influenco in Cork ; and, like many other electioneering contests, 
the question of expenses naturally came, anil I was authoiised by Mr. O’Haherty 
to say that the expenses should he borne of that contest. 

2096. Mr. O’Flaherty was not anxious that Mr. Maguire should go down to 
Dungarvan to contest it with him again? — I should think not. 

2007. You offered to defray Mr. Maguire’s expenses for the election of Cork . 
— Yes. 

2098. Mr. Maguire, I believe, rejected that offer ? — Yes. 

2099. 1 suppose, Captain Greene, I need hardly ask you whether it was con- 
sidered perfectly clear that Mr. Maguire might go to Dungarvan after that 
agreement was si.gned ? — Yes. 

2 too. You stated that you acted as the friend of Mr. O’ Flaherty ? — Yes. ^ 

2101. Now, if 1 am not mistaken, you were in the room during Mr. Moores 
examination? — Yes- 

2102. Have you had any conversation with Mr. O’Flaherty respecting tha 
examination since ? — Yes. 

2103. Did you discuss it with him ? — I may have spoken to him upon it. 

2104. Did he tell you what Mr. Moore swore ? — I heard it myself. 

2105. Did he canvass with you what he swore? — There was a point that we 
spoke of. 

2106. Did he canvass it with yon ? — My answer will explain it. 

2 1 07. Answer me -first, and then explain ; did he canvass what -was 
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Ur. Moorc?-You may call it “canvass;” 1 wish to answer by savinv that 
there was a conversation between us as to the period to which Mr. Moore reihrred 
as to this money. ^ 

210S. Did yon sjiealc will, any one else about the evidence of Mr. Moore?— 
I spoke to Mr. Mooni hiiiisulf. 

2109. You did not alter liis oj)iuion of the matter? — I did not pretend to 

do it. ‘■ 

2110. JJeforo this couvorsation occurred, Captain Greene, between Mr 
O’Halierfy aiiiJ ymirscK, just answer me, what was your iin})ressiou; was vour 
recollection just as str<my; about an offer of payment of the expenses befo'-e the 
agreement was signed, as it lias been to-day ?— So far as a specific sum ffoes, it was. 

•Jilt. Tliat is, there was no specific sum? — Ye.s. 

2112. \ ou had a recollection that there was a mention of expenses, or some 
sum? — Certainly; the suuk; as I have now. 

2113. You stated that you were not acquainted witii the contents of that 
petition of 1852 t — I never read it. 

2114. In fact, 1 believe, I .im right in saying that the agreement entered into 

between Mr. O’Flaherty and Mr. Maguire was considered an honourable agree- 
went? — I think so. ^ 

2115. And yon wore -tictiug; as the friend of Mr. O’Flaherty ?_I think so 



Cap:. J. Gnsyia, 

M. p, 

28 March 1S54., 



H.e-('xamined by Mr. Huddleston. 

2116. Whatever you may h.ave thoiightwith reference to it, the agreement was 
for the purpose of withdrawing the petition ?— 1 tliink so. 

2117. Will you just tell me; you say you spoke to Mr. Moore himself yester- 
day; you have been iusked, wliat did you say to Mr. Moore ?— It was before bh 
examination. 

2118. Have you had any conversation since? — No. 

^2119. lou say you have had some conversation with Mr. O’Flaherty? 

2120. Did you refer to the evidence of Mr. Moore?— Yes. 

2121. Did you state to Mr. O’Flaherty the same impression that you have 
given of that examination wliicli you have given us to-day ? 

Mr. Rowe objected to the question. 

Tiie Chairman stated that the Committee allowed the objection. 

2122. M.V. Huddleston.'] You say tliat the Duke of Newcastle’s name may liave 
been mentioned ? — Yos. 

2123. Wfis his name mentioned as a person wlio was to be consulted upon tlie 
question of withdrawing the petition ? — Never. 



Examined by the Committee. 

2124. There was a good deal of doubt yesterday as to whether that a<a’ee- 
nieut contemplated, bocua.se, in fact, it did not express it, that Mr. Maguire was 
not to stanil again lor the «!iisuiug election ? — No ; Mr. Maguire was perfectly 
authorised again to stand at the ensuing election. 

2125. There was no stipulation one way or the other? — No; there were 
conversations, I will not say many. 

2126. There was a eouversation about Mr. Maguire not starting? — Mr. 

Jaguire did not listen to tliat; I never understood that; but reference may 
lave been made in tliat conversation to the anticipated vacancy for Cork. 

2127. That would be a separate affair altogether; it never was implied or 
^ver understood, as stated here, that after Mr. Maguire accepted tlie Chiltern 
^undreds, in coufonnity with tliat agreement, he was not to stand again ? — 

2128. He was perfectly free to do as he liked ? — Perfectly free. 

[The Witness then withdrew. 

The Chairman asked wh ether Mr. OTlaherty wished to be recalled, to give 
any further explanation. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




28 March 1854. 



E. O'Fhherty, 
Esq. 



84 MINUTES OF EVIDENCE 6e/ore SELECT COMMITTEE 

Mr. Bowe was lieard to object to such a course being taken, as unprece- 
dented. 

The Chairman stated the Committee had considered the subject, and 
they thought, it being a question of character, they ought to permit him to 
be examined. 



Edmund O'Elaherty, Esq., was then called. 



Mr Huddleston requested to be informed whether it was the pleasure of 
the Committee that he should examine the witness, or whether the Com- 
mittee themselves would examine him. 

The Chairman stated the Committee would undertake the examination of 

Examined by the Committee. 



el2Q. THE Committee wish, in consequence of some evidence that has been 
eiven, to nive yon an opportunity of adding anything that you may wish, because 
it will appear upon our minutes ; I will just read to yon tlie evidence of 



it will appear upon 
Mr. Moore. 



The Chairman then read a portion of the evidence of Mr. Moore to the 
wUuess. 



That is the evidence given by Mr. Moore; now, what the Committee wish is, 
that you should hear what evidence was given, and if there was anything_ that 
vou wished further to appear upon the notes, you should have an opportunity ot 
stating it? — It is impossible for me to do more than simpl}' deny it, which i do 
in the most solemn manner possible ; I never in my lite made such an oner, 

I never dreamt of such a thing ; I never knew aiiylhing of it. Mr. Moore must 
have been greatly mistaken in something that I said in conversation ; you may 
examine my brother; you may examine Mr. Gregory, with whom I w’as m the 
habit of speaking of everything I did, and they will tell you that they never 
heard of it. Until Mr. Moore stated it, I had not the least idea of it ; he must 
have made a sei-ious mistake. When there is no evidence to be produced, 1 
cannot do more thau give it a simple denial ; I should not have thought Mr. 
Moore would have carried it, or Mr. Moore received it. With regard to getting 
the scat, I could not, if that proposition had been carried out, have got the seat; 
there was no way of my getting the seat, supposing that the Committee had 
put Mr. Maguire out. 

2130. Is there anything more that you wish to explain ? — No. 

Mr. Rom requested that the witness might be asked the following 
question : — Whether he had not a conversation, and more than once, with 
Mr. Moore upon this subject, not in the presence of other parties, but when 
no one was present but those two gentlemen? 

2131. Chairman {to the PFitness).] Answer tliat question? — I think, to the 
best of my belief, I had but two conversations with Mr. Moore; at one of those 
convei'sations another gentleman was present, but he drew on one side, and did 
not listen to what w'as said. I asked him particularly with regard to this, and one 
more conversation I had with him ; I think when he brought the compromise to 
me. These are the two conversations, to the best of my belief, that I had with 
him. 

2132. Upon the second occasion no one was present? — He said very little to 
me at either time ; when Captain Greene undertook to act as my friend, I refused 
several times to see any one ; I said, “ Whatever is to be done, Captain Greene 
must do it; Ido not wish to mix myself up with it.” 

2133. Upon the second occasion no one else was present ? — I do not think any 
one was present. 

2134. You stated that, in one of the conversations vvith Mr. Moore, you 
referred to the back expenses of Dungarvan? — I might have said, as I think 
1 stated before, when I first heard of it I could hardly' believe it. Captain Greene 
stated this morning he differed with me. He said that Mr. Moore did not sav 
so ; he referred to the notes, in order to convince himself that he did, but I stated 
to mv friend several times that I thought Mr. Maguire had behaved badly to 

“ me. 
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me. Whatever was honourable and gentlemanly I was ready to do always 
I said, that as he had a claim upon the borough, as he had contested it so often’ 
I would pay his back expenses. ’ 

2135. I think 1 collected from your evidence of yesterday, there never was 
any application to you to pay any of these previous expenses ? — Oh, never 

2136. No sum ever was paid f — No sum whatever, 

2137. Nor the amount over liquidated ?— Not any transaction of a monetary 

nature whatever. ^ 

[The Witness withdrew. 

Mr. Holmes slated to the Committee that he had received a communica- 
tion from the Duke of Newcastle, that if the Committee desired to call him 
as a witness, to give any explanation as a witness ujion the subject of the 
compromise, ho was ready to tender himself as a witness for that purpose. 

After some cliscussiou, 



E. O' Flaherty, 
Ksq. 



28 March 1854. 



The Chairman stated that the Committee saw no reason to call upon the 
Duke of Newcastle to give any explanation, but it might be satisfactory to 
his Grace that Mr. Holmes should state to the Committee the conversation 
he had had with liis Grace upon tiie subject. 



Thomas Knox Holmes, Esq,, was then called ; and, having been sworn, was 
Examined by tlie Committee, as follows ; 

2138. YOU had a communication with his Grace the Duke of Newcastle r— T. K. Holmes, Esq. 

I had, in reference to Iiis name being mentioned here yesterday. - - ’ 

2139. The Committee understand you to say that his Grace, if the Committee 
had tile sligditest wisli upon the subject, was ready to attend, and give any 
evidence which might he material ?— Precisely so. 

[The Witness withdrew. 

The Chaiman stated that the Committee thought it would be desirable 
to bear tlie evidence of the Sitting Member upon tlie subject of this com- 
promise. 

Mr. Rozre was heard to object to such a course being taken, as it was 
likely to prejudice the case of his client, which was committed to his care. 

The Chamnan stated that the Committee themselves were anxious that 
Mr. Maguire should be examined, with reference to the statement that had 
been made to the Committee. 

Mr, Kotoe stated, if the Committee desired to put any particular question 
to tlie Sitting Member, he would submit to their wishes; but begged 
respectfully to ol»ject to his learned friend, the Counsel for the Petitioners, 
being- permitted to cross-examine Mr. .Maguire. 

. HadiUesion was lieard in support of his right to cross-e.xamiue Mr. 

Maguire, in case he was called as a witness. 

After some furtlier discussion, 

The Chairman stated that the Committee would call Mr, Maguire, and 
examine him themselves. 

-^o/m Francis Maguire, Esi]., a Member of The House, was called; and, having 
been sworn, was Examined by the Committee, as follows ; 

2140. YOU have hceu attending here during this investigation r — I have. J. f. Esq. 

2141. Did you bear it stated yesterday by Mr. Moore, that an offer had been *''• *’• 

niade by Mr. O’Flaherty to pay 1,000 /. ?— I did. 

2142. Or lodeiuff 1,000 Z. to vour credit, in ca.^e you would give up Dun- 

garvan?-! did Wr that. 

2143- Prom Mr. Moore? — From Mr. Moore. 

2144. Wag offer, so stated by Mr. Moore, communicated to you by Mr. 

oore.' — Upon my solemn oath, that offer was communicated to me; aud, upon 
oath, my answer was — it might be improper — but it was, energetically, 

’^’2. l 3 “ I would 
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“ I -would go to hell first ” I know it was wrong, but it was in the impulse of 
the moment I did it, I felt so insulted. 

:2i45. Are you enabled, from any circumstance, to fix the time when that 
otfev was made? — I am almost positive it was either the night before the com- 
promise was signed, or two nights before; i am not po.sitivo as to tljat. 

2146. Before the agreement of the 12th of April t — Yes ; Mr. Moore had come 
to me on the part of Mr. O’Flalierfy, I having previously communicated with 
Mr. Moore, and Mr. Moore impressed upon my mind the anxiety Mr. O’Flaherry 
had to get the seat, and that Mr. O’Flaherty would not yield to my otter of 
surrender at the end of the Parliament; aud I insisted then that, if I resigned at 
all, it would be at the end of the session, in order to afford time for a new con- 
test. Mr. Moore went from my lodgings in Ticlihourne-strcet, and went, as he 
said, to Mr. O’Flaherty, and that he then came back, and Mr. Moore’s words to 
me were something to this effect ; “ Mr. O’Flaherty said that he is ready to give 
you 1,000/. If you resign now; now mind,” Mr. IMoore said, “I am not 
making you that otter, but I think it part of my duty merely to tell you what 
liappeued.” Upon that I at once gave the indignant reply, that iterhaps was 
not proper, but it was given under the impulse of the moment. 

2147. Was anything said then a.bout the expenses of the previous canvass or 
election? — Not one word, to my knowledge. 

2148. Was it at anytime communicated to you that the expenses of the 
previous electiou were 10 be paid? — No; but I am glad to have the opportunity 
to say to the Chairman, that however this miglit turn out, I am glad now of this 
inquiry, as it enables me to free my personal honour from the foul im])utations 
cast upon it. 1 sw'ear upon my oath to this fact, that when I met Mr. O’Flaberty, 
on the Wednesday, when he arrived in Dungarvan, I asked Mr. O’Flaherty to 
meet a number of the leading Liberals of the town, those who had always taken 
an active part in my elections. I am positive they numbered about 30 ; we 
had a long conversation, and it ended in this ; this was a fortnight at least before 
the election of 1852 , and a debate of some two hours was wound up by this on ray 
part : “ Now let Mr. O’Flaherty distinctly understand this, that I will have no 
personal communication with him whatsoever ; that I am in the hands of my con- 
stituents ; and that wliatever I do shall be done through them alone. The next 
morning I lest for Cork, passing through Thurles. There was a gentleman with 
me, who said that .Mr. O’Flaherty had made a very honourable offer ; tliat as he 
did iuteriere with me, that he would be satisfied to put 500 1 . to ray credit in any 
bank, so that 1 might pay the ex[jensesof any electiou, in case a vacancy occurred ; 
or, iu the event of a general election, that I might go elsewhere. The geutleman 
asked me il I did not think it was an honourable otter. I said, I saw notiiiiig 
dishonourable in it; but my auswer to that was, “ Nothing on earth will induce 
me to accept a money offer ; I am in the hands of my constituents ; whatever I 
do shall be done tlirougli them ; if I have to come to any decision it will be upon 
public gi’oimds, aud public grounds alone, and it will be a decision known through 
the columns of the ‘ Cork Examiner.' ” 

2149. It will shorten it, perhaps, by putting it in this way ; did you at any 
time ever assent to any money’ offer ? — I^ever, on my oath ; nor I would not, luicler 
any possible consideration. 

21,50. Under any form? — Under any possible or imaginary form ; I would 
uot 01’ could not consent to it. But there is one otlier matter that I should wish 
to mention ; Mr. Moore said yesterday that Mr. O’Flaherty swore that he was iu 
the hands of a party'' ; upon my oath, Mr. Moore gave that as a reason why Mr. 
0 Flaherty could not come to an immediate decision of the question, that he 
was in the hands of a party. 

2151. That is, Mr. Moore told you so? — Yes, giving- that as the reason : and 
said that Mr. O’Flaherty stated, that all that i\Ir. Moore here yesterday swore, 
Mr. Moore repeated to him. But at that time, I am bound to say, he did not 
mention the name of the Duke of Newcastle, or the Duke of Devonshire ; but 
that he was in the hands of a partv, aud could not act without their consent, 
or without consulting them. 

2152. He did not mention the name of any person ? — No ; but be said he was 
in the hands of a party. 

Mr. Huddleston asked permission to cross-examine the ■witness. 

The 
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The Chairman stated that the Committee had 
would not ])ermit any cross-examination. 



already decided that 



they 



J.P. Maguire, Esq. 



Mr. Biiddkslmi then requested that the Cliairman would ask the witness 
whether he had any explanation to give respecting- the letter dated 
Wednesday? ® 



s8 March 1854, 



2 i 53- Conwiitlcc^ TIhtc is a letter dated Wednesday ; have yon any explana- 
tion to give ing-ardiiig tliot ?— 1 know all about that letter, and sliall be liappv to 
give an ex[)laiiatiou with veloronce to it. ‘ 

2 1 54- It IS datt:d V\h;(liR‘sday, and is a letter from Mr. Maguire to Mr Anthony 
O’Flaherty, 111.: Mend.La- t>u- Galway ex|daiiatiou of that letter is tills ; 

I said a while ago I h-lt Dimgarvati on a certain day, passing tlirou<>-h Timrles to 
Cork;,! remained in Cork for at least one week after that, when 1 got a lon^- 
letter from Mr. 0 Elalierty, in which, amongst oilier things, these words svere. “ 

21,55. Have you got lliat letter ?— No ; it was read at one time by O’Fiahertv 
on tlie luistings as against me. ^ 

2156. It is not in existence?— I might hunt it up; but I will o-ive you one 

line, which is iiuportant. Mr. O’Fiaherty said, that Mr. Hope had retired; but 
as they were informed that anotiier candidate was in tlio field, under tho.se cir- 
cumstances would I not give my aid ? I, under those circumstances, would have 
given my aid ; I wrote that letter; but in three days after there came to Queens- 
rowu, where I was then yaciitiiig, four gentlemen from Dimgarvan, to say that 
there was no candidate in the fit.-ld ; that Mr. Hope had gone, and that I was in 
the same position witii them as 1 had been before ; and they insisted upon mv 
going down. ^ 

2157. This paragTiipli in the letter was adverted to, “ I expected a letter every 
hour, and I may add, considering everything, it was what I had a right to 
expect;” was that the letter you expected in relation to Mr. Hope’s retiring? — 
It was as to how matters stood at .Dungarvan ; for, really, it was not my intention 
to have gone clown again had Mr. Hope remained, and O’Flaherty had con- 
tested it; with great reluctance and great bitterness of feeling I came to that 
determination, because I had spe-nt a great deal of money from time to time. 

2158. Was it the change of circmnstances that took place, the retiring of Mr. 
Hope from the contest, that iiichiced you then to come again into the field.? — 
1 es, decidedly; it was in consequence of this being communicated to me, that 
there was no other candidate in tlie field save Mr. O’Flaherty. 

Tile Chainnuu requested to know, whether the gentlemen on either side 
wished any further explanation from Mr. Magiiiro. 

Mr. James wished to ask whether Mr. Maguire admitted having written 
au address wliieli appeared in the “ Cork E.xaminer,” with his name ap- 
pended to it. 

The Witness.'] I do not deny my address, but I am not responsible for every- 
thing that is in the paper. 

2159. Committee.] 1 aiqipose anything with your name to it in the “ Cork 
hxaminer, ’ you admit to be written by you r — Undoubtedly. 

Mr. Rotve. stated, they now proposed to proceed with the legal argument; 
and in order to save the Committee three speeches, he proposed, with the 
assent ^of his loariied fi-ii’iid, Mr. .laities, that it should be assumed by the 
Committee that a wirness had been called by Mr. James on the subject of 
bribery, and tluit lie (Mr. Rowe) bad objected to that witness; Mr. James 
would be heard in support of that objection, and he should be heard in 

The Chairman stated the Committee would have no objection to that 
course being pursued. 

Mr. Ja 7 iies was then heard to contend that lie was at liberty, in con- 
sequence of the compromise which had been proved to have taken place at 
die election of 1852, to give evidence of bribery at that election. 

Mr. Rome was heard in reply to Mr. James. 

The committee-room was cleared. 

t. 4 After 
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After an interval, tlie Counsel and parties were again called in, and in- 
formed by the Chairman that the question having been very elaborately 
argued, and as they considered it to be a very nice question, he should like 
to have the opportunity of looking carefully again into the statutes, and the 
several topics which had been brought before them ; and the Committee 
proposed to adjourn to to-morrow morning, when the decision will be 
communicated to the parties. 



Adjourned to To-morrow, Twelve o’clock. 



Mercurii, 39° die Mat'tii, 1854. 



MEMBERS PRESENT. 

The Right Hon. Joseph Napier. I Captain Gladstone. 

The Hon. Henry Brand. j Mr. William Philip Price. 

Mr. Henry Janies Baillie. [ 

The Eight Hon. JOSEPH NAPIER, in the Chair. 



The Counsel and parties were ordered to be called in. 

The Chairman intimated that the Committee had come to the following 
resolution : *' That the Counsel for the Petitioner is not at liberty to go into 
evidence to establish the charges of acts of bribery with money, alleged to 
have taken place at the election of 1853.” 

Mr. Henr^ Seymour Pratt, having been sworn, was E.xamined by Mr. Huddleston, 
as follows : 

2160. YOU are a messenger of the House of Commons ? — I am, 

2161. Did you go with a warrant to Dungarvim? — I did. 

2162. Did you bring those books back with you ? — 1 did ; those two parcels 
of papers and books together. 

2163. From whom did you get the books in the brown paper pai'cel ? — From 
Mrs. Fitzgerald. 

2164. Did you read the order of The House to Mrs, Fitzgerald ? — I did. 

2165. I do not know whether that order is here? — No, a copy of the order will 
be here. 

21 6d. The order specifies books and papers in the office and shop, and in the 
sideboard, does it not ?— No, it does not. 

2167. Where did Mrs. Fitzgeiuld take the books from? — From out of her 
shop. 

2168. Were you the bearer of a letter to her from. Mr. Fitzgerald ? — Yes. 

2169. Do you know whether she got any other letter? — I am not aware ol Jti 
1 believe no post could have possibly got there previously to my arriving. 

2170. These you got at the shop? — I did. 

2171. Did you get any out of the cupboard, or any other place? — None what- 
ever. 

2172. Just put those aside j those books in the brown paper are Fitzgerald > 
books r — Y es, they are. 

2173. With regard to the others that ai’e packed up in the newspaper, where 
did those come from ? — From Mrs. Curren. 

2174. Did you take a letter from the daughter to the mother? — I did. 

2 1 75- Were those the books given to you ? — There are no books ; I think they 
are principally papers and letters. 

3176. Just 
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2176. Just open tlicm, and allow us to look at them?— 1 will. 

[The same were opened, and handed to the leanietl Coansd,] 

2177. Where were those got from?— Oat of the shop • the desk 

2178. Out of Miss CuiTcn-s writing-desk r-A desk in the shop, and some 

uwers. ^ 

[The Witness withdrew. 



ICliza C/irrcii, fiu-tlior Examined by Mr. James. 

2179. THOSE are the hooks that the officer of the House has brought from 
Dungavvaii; wiUyou bekmd enough to turn to the book in which you keen 
Andrew Drohans ordinary account?— (7'/ic Witness referred to the book) I 
have it. 

2180. Tills is in your handwriting ? — Yes. 

[I'/ze Witness pointed out the same to the learned Counsel 
2i8k What year is this? — 1852. 

2182. iuru to July 1852 — This is July (I'eferi'ing to the hook). 

. correct, 1 sec, in stating in your former evidence that there 

IS not m tins book any omry at all of the supplies at tlie election you have spoken 
of; IS that so ; just; turn to the book ; licrc is the date ?— 

\The Witness referred to the book.'] 

Mr. suggested that a short adjoimimcut would allow time for a 

relerencc to the book, and asked for an adjournment accordingly. 

\Thc Committee adjoiirriedjor a short time.] 

After some time tlie (,/Ouiisel and parties were again called in. 

Mr. Huddleston, stated that he did not find any entry in the books relative 
to the porter supplied to Brohan, but he proposed to examine Mr . Fitz- 
gerald relative to some entries he found in one of his books. 

Patrick Welch Pitzgerald, furtlier Examined by Mr. Huddleston. 

21S4. Had you ii vote at the election of 1852 ?— No. 

218,5 Do I recollect you rightly ; I ^7ill turn to your evidence and see ; I think 
you said that you had some memorandums made in one book f — Yes, that is the 
book I alluded to. 

2186. Probably at tlie time you told me that, you had forgotten what those 
pai iciuar entries were : — 1 had, and I have not referred to that book since the 
election. 

2187. 1 tiiink you said you were not aware thattlicy were called a committee, 
01 uit you had heard them called a committee, but were not aware of it; I 
tliink you said that? — J said, I may or may not. 

, " ill you oi)lig(i me by just turning here to the date of July the 13th ; 

.jus look at that before I ask you any questions upon it, in fairness; there has 
een an alteration of the date evidently in their book by some one, from the 11th 
to the 13ih?-I see it plainly. 

2189. Just read the entry out loud ? — 

2190. Committee.] Is that your own handwriting r — It is. 

2191. Mr. Huddleston.] Read it out loud ? — “ 13th July, Mr. Maguire’s com- 
•uittee, for Sir N\igent Humble’s tenants.” 

2192. The entry is this: ”l3th July, Mr. Maguire’s committee, for Sir 
ogent Humble’s tenants, two halves,” just before tiie day ; the 13th is altered 
oj'e ; that appears to have originally been the 11th ; is not that so? — I corrected 

the time ; I have not looked at it since. 

^*93* Two halves would be what? — Two half-barrels of porter. 

2 > 94 * What would be the price of that? — The retail price was 2 /. 3 j. and 
something. ^ 

2195- Each half-barrel ?— Yes. 

^'96- That would be about Al. 6s.? — £.2. 3s. the barrel. 

2^9/. What did you charge for it? — That was the price. 

^^2. ]V[ 2198. Committee .1 
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2198. Committee.'] What is that book ? — It is a waste book. 

2199. Mr. Huddleston.] It is headed, “Daily account of porter supplied to 
customers this is the book I asked you about, and this is the book you keep 
between yourself and' Mr. Lane ?— No, between the customers and myself. 

2200. How many tenants has Sir Nugent Humble ? — I think he has there 
about 40 tenants ; I am not sure now, indeed. 

2201 . How many are voters ? — I really conld not say now, exactly. 

2202. Give me the amswer that you did in the other rooms ; how inuny voters ? 
— I think he had about 40. 

2203. The tenants were ail voters, were they ? — I think so ; perhaps it may 
be more, or it maybe less. 

2204. Now, just tell me: is Sir Nugent Humble a knight or a baronet? — 

A baronet. 

2205 Was he a gentleman very active in the election for Mr. Maguire?— 
Yes. 

2206. I believe he attended on the hustings and canvassed for him ? — I believe 
he attended the hustings; I did not see him canvassing. 

2207. Do vou know which way his tenants voted ? — For Mr. Maguire. 

2208. Who gave the order for that porter : — I think it was Mr. Boland. 

2209. Where did it go ? — I also think Mr. llonayne gave me an order. 

2210. Who had it ?— Who had it ? 

2211. Yes ? — I do not know. 

2212. For whom was it supplied? — 1 got directions to send out then two 
halves. 

2213. To whom ? — To a portion of Sir Nugent Mumble’s tenants. 

2214. The order was to send it to Sir Nugent Humble’s teimuts ; did you do 
so? — Yes, I did. I desired my man tiien to send out two half tierces of porter. 

2215. To whom ? — Out on a car. 

2216. For whom ; the order was to give it to Sir Nugent Humble’s tenants; 
have you any doubt they got it? — I am not sure. 

2217. Have you any doubt they got it ?— I cannot say. 

2218. You have been paid for it? — I have been paid for it. 

2219. What orders did you give your man, when they put it in the cartr — 

I told them there would be an order come from some persons belonging to those 
tenants for two half-tierces of porter. 

2220. You told him there would be a car come from those tenants, and he 
was to give it to the person who brought that car from those tenants, the porter; 
is that so? — Yes. 

2221. Have you any doubt your orders were obeyed? — Tlie porter was put in 
the car ; I do not know where it went afterwards. 

2222. Who was the man who put it in the car ? — I could not say now. 

2223. Was that memorandum made to enable you to mrd<e out a bill, and say 
where the porter went to ? — I think so. 

2224. Just hand the book back to me ; let us go a little l)it further. “ Ditto 
for all those in committee-house, all day and night.” Wljat does “ ditto 
mean ; Mr. Maguire’s committee? — Yes, it was for that. 

2225. “Ditto,” Mr. Maguire’s committee ; just give it me again ; the entry 
is this : “Ditto” — that is, Mr. Maguire’s committee — “for all those in com- 
mittee-house ” ? — Yes. 

2226. Committee.] Read it yourself; is it in your own handwriting? — Yes. 

2227. Read it out? — “ Ditto for all those in the committee-house, all day and 
night.” 

2228. What do you mean by “committee-house”? — That was my own house. 

2229. Mr. Huddleston.] Who were in the committee-house; what is the 
meaning of this ? — Those were the persons that I stated in my evidence here on 
Friday last; those boys at night. 

2230. Day and night ? — Day and night ; we had them out all that night 
before the election; two or three nights before the election, watching the other 
parties, for fear they would be tampered with. 

2231. You had three voters in the house; you know one whose wife fetched 
one, and the mother fetched another? — They were not two hours in the house. 

2232. While you were there, were you illiberal enough not to give them a 
little of the beer floating about? — I did not give it, 

2233- 1^ 
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2233. It was there for them if thej' liked Yes 
tell yol; me see, and I will 

^i 2235. Just tell me what it is -—It is eitlter seven or nine ; I think it is 
2236. At 1 1 . 3 i-. iuL or 1 1 . 'la. a tierce ? — About 1/ 2s 

2238. r see aiarfJier entry, July 14 th ; just tell me who ordered this before I 
leave this entry r— Lot mo sec. 'jciuiL i 

2233 “Ditto for all those in committee-hmise all day and night;” Boland =- 

Boland desired me, I think, to give two or three, and the rest were given witl.oiit 
any order. ® iincui 

2240. U|»n the strength of tile iirevioiis order ; theorder of Boland *—1 coiild 

not auswer that. ' 

2241. Ronayuc r— No, I think not Eonayue. 

2242. ,liilyl4th ; Mr. Maguire’s committee for Knock Cattainore tenants »- 
Yes; another [jortioii ol Sir Nugent lluinble’s property. 

2243. Is that a portion of the 40 voters ? — Yes. 

2244. How much had they ?— It is marked tliei-c. 

election ^ -—Yes ; I think that was after the 

,1 ™ I’otmils lour shillings ; who gave the order for that ?— I think it 
was Ml*. Roiiayiui. 

2247 Wliere did those gentlemen have it?-I do not know where they drank 
it; just as J stated lidoro, a car came to tJic door and took it away. 

2248. A car caiuc to the door, and your orders were it was to go the Knock 
Cattamore teiiauf.'; i — .ihey took it away. 

2249. Who jiaiil lor it — A inossengcr came as from tlieni. 

HiniiUe ?— y/"" Cattamore tenants were the tenants of Sir Nugent 

2251 Then some iiersoii came as from them, and you gave the porter to that 
pereon ? — Yes, or my man. 

2252. Dn you know any Knock Catamore tenant named Thomas Burke ?— Yes. 

22.53. JJo you know Pat Daly ? — I forget now ; I may know him well. 

22.54. jJo you know William Keily ? — I saw him, but 1 would not know him 
225.5. B you saw him, you would know him ?— Probably I would. 

22.5b. Do you know Thomas Keily, at Knock Cattamore ; do you know Pat 
rower t~l believe not. 

1 ““^ recollect Pat Power ; Edward Power ?— I know him. 

2258. William Walsh ? — I know him, I tliink, 

22.59. Michael Walsh ? — I do not know him. 

2200. Joliii Wheldan ? — I know him. 

00?^' h'^rter r —I believe none of them, 

or'* vJn swear none of them r— I did not see either of them, 
of them' opinion, it wits a servant boy of one 

tliJn w* servant boy ? — I could not say ; I was not present ; mv man, I 

^ j to the best ol my recollection, told me a servant came. 

-2 .5. However, somebody came for it as for the Knock Cattamore tenants, and 
you gave It him Yes. 

order from Mr. Boland ? — Either him or Mr. Ronayne. 
vortlie jiarticular fomuits? — Yes. 

the^d^^* order r — No ; I think Mr. Ronayne j’ust came over to 

oor, and said I was to send some porter immediately to Knock Catamore. 
22bp. l«or the tenants ?— I believe so. 

T ^or the Knock Cattamore tenants ? — I believe so. 

ofln'^** ^ *’0c iie.xt, Mr. Alaguire’s committee, Garranagearea, another portion 
Dot ’ iiftout how many tenants are there in Garranagearea ? — I could 

22/2. Only three voters are there? — I could not say. 

I see tliey got half a barrel ; Mr. Maguire’s committee four Garrana- 
6 tea ditto, wliicli is under-tenants ; I suppose that stands for tenants ? — Yes. 
2274 - Half a barrel?— Yes. 

M2 227.5. I 
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2275. 1 am light in assuming that is a lialf barrel ?— Half a barrel of porter. 
0276. Who ordered it?— I could not say. 

2277. Which of them?— Either Ronayiie or Boland, 

2278. Was that included in the 15 i.? — Yes. 

•■)'’7Q. Do you know Micliae.l Connell r — I think I do. 
ooSo. Do you know JMichael Foley ?— 1 am not save. 

2251. Do you know William Morrissy ?— Yes. 

2252. Those are tlivee voters at Garranageavea r— Yes. 

And Sir Nugent Humbles tenants ?— Yes. _ „ , 

Let us see how those three ineu voted {rclcrnn<i to the ■poll-hoof)', 
Michael Connell, 4G on the register, Garranagcarca, a house ami laud, _ Maguire; 
now, Michael Foley, lU on the register, Garranagwirca, Maguire; now, 
William Morrissy, 221 on the register, Gavrauagearea, Maguire. Very well, 
before I leave that let me take the Knock Catamove ; do yon know riiomas 

Burke, an elector nt Knock Cattamore?— I think so. 

2285. That is 18 on the register; is that the same man tliat lives at Knock 
Cattamore; he voted for Maguire? — Yes. 

•’28t). Pat Daly was a Knock Cattamore gentleman?— Tes. 

2287. .Tustturn to Pat Daly, G 2 on the register; Patrick Daly Knock Catta- 
inore, Ma-vuire. What was the name of the other gentleman ? William Keily, 
was he a Knock Cattamore gentleman ?— I think he was. 

228S. .Inst turn to William Keily, 184 . William Keily, Maguire ; Thomas 
Keily, 1 S 5 , Maguire; do you know William Welsh? — i think he is one 01 the 
Knock Cattamore tenants. 

2281). Do you know John Wheldon ? — Yes, another tenant. 

2200. Knock Cattamore, Maguire ; that, is 311 ?— Yes. 

ooQi. .lust toil me, there is another entry on the same 14 th, “ Mr. Maguires 
Committee, 4Kilminnan tenants, 1 tierco;” was Kilminnan another property 
of Sir Nugent Humble’s?— Yes. 

2202. Was .Tohn Dillon a voter ? — ^Yes. 

2293. Of Kilminnan ; Philip Gully? — Yes. 

2294. Michael Kelly? — Yfos. 

229.5. John Kelly?— Yes. 

2296. Thomas Kelly? — Yes. 

2297. James Kelly? — Yes. 

2298. Patrick Kenealy r — I think so. 

2299. Thomas Landers? — ^Yes. 

2300. And John Mnlkea? — ^Yes. 

2301. Are those the Kilminnan tenants? — I think so. 

2302. They had a tierce? — Yes. 

2303. Two pounds four shillings worth? — Yes. 

2304. John Dillon, 72 on the register, voted for Maguire; Philip Gully, 
126, voted for Maguire; Michael Kelly, Kilminnan, voted for Maguire. Ihere 
is another John Kelly, just look for it; here it is; John Kelly, 173 , Magmre, 
Patrick Kenealv, 177, Maguire; Thomas Landers, 189 , Maguire; John Mnlkea, 
224 , Maguire ; “Thomas Kelly, 185 , Mag-uire. Did all those Kilminnan tenants 
who had the two tierces of porter vote for Maguire? — I think so. 

2305. Do you know any other tenant at Kilminnan of Sir Nugent Humbles 
tenants, except those you have mentioned?— No. 

2306. Do you know any at Garranagearta of Sir Nngeiit Humble’s tenants 

besides those I have mentioned? — I do not. ■ • u 

2307. Do yon know any of Knock Cattamore besides those I have mentionea . 

2308. Now ue have taken those three, I turn over, and I call your attention 
again to another entry, “ July the 14 th,— Mr. Maguire’s committee for Ktlrusn 
tenants ” is that ? — V es. 

2309. Half a tierce ?— Yes. . e 

2310. Were those Sir Nugent Humble's tenants? — No; the Marquis 0 

Waterford’s. ' „ , 

2311. Can von name any of them tome? — There were two or three 01 n 

Daniels. _ . . 

2312. Give me tlie Christian names, tliat we may look in the register.— 

Patrick Daniel, and, 1 think, Michael Daniel. * i 

2313. Anu 
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2313. And another ? — Tlierc be two Michaels and two Patricks, I do not 

know which. 

2314. They voted for Mr. Mii^-idre ? — Yes, 1 think so. 

2313. Hero is u naine I cannot road; here is anotlier entry following that; 
but before I drop Kilmsh, who gav<; the order for the Kilrnsh tenants?—! cannot 

recollect. 

231 G. Boland ? — Either Boland or llonaync. 

2317. l)id you snpj)ly tin; Daniels with tlio drink? — Just as I said before, 
with Sir Nugent Humble’s tenants, a car came for it to the door, and somebody 
came for it and took it away. 

2318. The nextonti-y, Mr. Maguire’s committee for Burgery; who is the 
pro|}rictor of Buvgi'ry I tliink Kir Nugout Mumble. 

2319. What would Burgery mean ; would it come under the name of Ballina- 
bassy? — It is a diH'erent plac<i altogothor. 

23QO. Mow many teiuiiits were tlierc at Burgery ? — I think only one or two. 

2321. What are their names: — Tlionias Power. 

2322. Who else ? — One, I ibrget liis mime now. 

2323. Gasilin? — 1 think so. 

2324. Let ns sec how those men voted ; I am told he is “ Cashraan,” eh ? — 
Some persons call him Casliman, and some call him Cashin. 

232,5. Did tliey vole for Mr. Maguire? — I think they did ; the poll-book will 
show that at once. 

2326. Very well, wo. will look at that; just tell me, now, if I am right ; you 
.say 2 1 4 s., is not it ? — Yes. 

2327. Just let me make no mistake; I take two halves; that is one wliole ? 
—Yes. 

2328. Eight halves is it, or nine halves ; which is it? — It is either seven or 
nine. 

2329. We will cull it eight, then ; that will make it four ; I make it eight and 
a half, those different orders I have called your attention to ? — Yes. 

2330. Two halves for tlio first entry on thol.^th, we will not quarrel wheiher 

that is seven or nine ; we will call it eight halves ; I call that four whole on ilie 
13th; again, on the 14tli, Knock Cattaniore tenants, one; and Garranagearea, 
half ; the Kilminnan, one ; and the Kilrnsh and the Burgery, one-half a one 
each ; that is eiglit and a half ; you must have had more than 15 ? — No ; and 

I will tell yon why. I chargetl retail price for that drunk in the house, and I 
charged wholesale for the porter removed. 

2331. What would be the reUiil price ? — f. 2. and odd. 

2332. And the wholesale? — £. 1. 6,*?. 

2333. One hundred |>er cent, difference ? — I think 2 1 . was the retail price, 
and 1 Z. G ,1. the wholesale price ; the porter I retailed at 1 s. 4 d. a gallon. 

2334. It is less than the sum you mentioned? — I said I was not sure; I 
thought about 14/. or 15 /. 

233, '). Very well ; now' jirst tell me ; I see above here, John Keily, on the 5th 
of July, a tierce of pmter ? — Yes. 

233G. Where is your ledger? — It is outside, on the window. 

23.37- Will yo!i go and fetch it ? — I will. 

[ 2 Vie Witness ‘produced the same.'] 

2338- Have you no cash-book ? — No. 

2339. W’here do yon enter money you receive? — I enter it in this book; \ 
debit each citstomer with lialf a tierce of porter, and as I receive for it I credit 
the other side. 

2340. In your ordinary course of business you debit the customer to whom 
the porter is supplied with the porter? — Yes. 

2341. And credit iiim with the casli ? — Yes. . t i- 1 i. • 1 

2342. And that course yon pursue in every instance? — I did not witn respect 
to the tenants. 

2343- In the ordinary course of business r — I do the porter customers. 

2344. You deviated from that practice, I understand, in this instance . 1 es. 

234. '). Why was that ?- 1 thought there was no occasion but just to tot up the 

mimber of half barrels. . ^ i. t t 

2346. Was it because it was a ready-money transaction? — It may be, but l 
^as not paid for some time after. 

162. M 3 2347- Why 
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1 4. ,1 ;+ m xrmn- books? — I thought I had a sufficient 

•^347. Why not have entered It myoui DooKs. ^ s 

memorandum in the waste-book. waste-book where the customer is 

i.V0 led,e. e.oepUMs 

electioneering trmsactionr 9 There were two or three customers 

» o. ... , 

2350. Anything to the amount l 7 ■/-•?'"■ 

2352: NSh1?eJen‘irr™ 

Zll No^\Pd1S“-NoTf ^ calculation of two ot 

‘’’™5 “ ColliTErt nmCk at that book (the book was handed to the Com- 

"Tssl' “nly“^‘>V y™ cash soles, y“‘\ 

that ledger ?— There were some of them regular customeis, that 1 had had tor the 

KTsl BnUlTefare .sual sales, which you did not think it necessary to post ? 

f3°58, Mr. Huddleston.'] Was that the reason you did not post them, because 

“ r,; M.. Bdand or Mr. Ronaymol-No. . 

20 ?'. Wei/ they Customers of yours?— They were not; Mr. Ronaync is a 

woollendraper, and the other held a hardware shop. 

236? Now, just tell me; did you put no mark at all to md.cate when those 

TZ tTm0e/o“rrk“;, to show that that has been pind i-No. 
23di I was going to ask you to take your ledger and turn to Mansfield, of 

Wiliiam-strect, for me, about July r— What date ? 

2365 Just let me look at that ; I have a little curiosity about it (the book was 
handed to the learned Counsel) ; I sec you carry him on page by page, do you not r 
—You will see it is continued into another page, 

2366. I see how you do it ; very well ; just tell me this, was Diicio a customer 

°*20Tj/u?iin^to Ducie, John Ducie ; because I see you have posted those 
difierent items to those different customers?— Yes, I did. 

[The Book was handed to the learned Counsel] 

2368. Now, I see, on looking at this ledger, you make them out as Mr. Lane s 
customers? — Yes. . , , , ... 

2360. Yon credit each of the customers with the cash paid ?^— les. 

237m Where is your account with Mr. Lane ; you would cai-ry tdat to I 
debit when he paid you ; where is your account with Mr. Lane j ,,f,vl-pr 

made out in your name or in Mr. Lane’s name ?— I debit myself with the poitei 

I get, and give credit for the cash I remit. . , ... .,.,3 

2371. Mr. Fitzgerald to Lane ; I see you debit yourself with the portei, and 
credit yourself with the cash you pay in?— Cash and such credits as 1 am en - 

*'"23^2. Commission, and all that, I suppose ?— Yes, and store-rent and so on. 

2373. Did you band the money, when you received the money, as i unu 

stand, from Boland?— Yes. « m . t nnw 

2374. Did you hand that money over to Mr. Lane ? — fhat I 
recollect ; I very frequently paid in advance to Mr. Lane; very 

I was obliged to run credit with the customers; I am, while here, ® 

lel. odd by one of my customers ; I had a decree against one oi my cus ’ 
and he evaded the paymentin my absence. ,i . 

2375. .1 find there is an entry for the 3 d of August, 15 1 ., and one 

18th of July, 12/., and on the 21 st of July, 25 /.?— Yes. 

2376. Can you tell me whether any portion of those three items has any 
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tiott to what you rc<‘oivc«I from I’xilatul ? — No ; you will see wliat day it is ; it is 
before the election ; ndvime.ed hy mystdl (Vom itiy own private cash. 

‘’377* ‘“'itry In that book of the payment of lo 1 . for tliat com- 

mittee-voom ?— No , , , , , , 

0378. Nor any <‘luir}i'i’ ' — In*' ; uur 1 du not deinaml it. 

2370- I think you saitl you did not, expect it? — jMv. Boland asked me what 
Iwas to get IVoni Mr. Ilutidiiu.soii ; 1 told him I waste get:]0^. ; they only used 
die ilravving-voom as a cnniniitlee-room. 

0380. I see here, Kdwiu i'olcy ; was he a eustoiiier of yours? — Yes, a 

*^'*2^81. Did yuu debit liiiii with this Imlf-tierce of porter on the 14th? — Yes, 
I think so. 

2382. Just look ainl see if you did ? — Yes, 1 will. 

2383. Was .lolm K<;ily a eusloiiiery — IJc was {the WUncs.s' handed the hook 
to the leornvd ( hrmscl). 

2384. Is tills enU'i'ed to I’ldi'y ?— Yes. 

2383. Yes, I se<‘ you have it in so; very well. Now to go on; I see 124, 
John keily, voted for Maguire ? Yes. 

238^. Janies Cushin I- Y<-s, and 'I’lionms Keily. 

2387. And Maloniy ; in the course of imsiiu!s.s <lid you write an order when 
youreeeived it, or woulil you make up your hooks at tlie end of the day for the 
goods you had .served out during the day '^—Sometime, s I would, and sometimes 
I would not for as iiiindi a.s a, week or a foi'tniglit. 

2388. Would you uiuh'rtaUe to .say you wouhl recollect every daywhenyou 

made the entry ?--Aeeon!ing tn the tiiue when 1. entered it in that wa.ste-book, if 
acustcmier paid me ami 1 had not tinn; to enter it in the ledger, I would mark it 
“Paid.” . . . 

238c). Suppose you siniloiit jiorter, and it was not conveinent to cntei^ it in 
thewiiste-hook, would \'ou leave it ])erliaps a day or two belbre you put it in the 
hook? — That may ltaviM»ccurre<i. 

2390. Ami 1 suppose von eouiil not then Ije a,ble to tell me the exact day when 
you put down tJie entry? — \h!J'y »el<lom ; 1 let it pa.ss more than a d*iy._ 

2391. I see tliere is William Power ? — 1 think lie voted at that election. 

2392. I'or Mr. Maguire? — Ves. x. o- ivr 

2393. TIum 1 have given yon I, lie names of a great many of Sir Nugent 
Humble’s properties ; in iUe.l:, you have got them here; to whom did gis entry 
refer; the (irst entry, Mr. Maguire’s committee for Sir ^ugcnt Humbles 
tenants? — 1 could not say ; I took no inuinorandiim of that. 

2394. You <;oulil not .say whether it was for the tenants gencia y, 01 any 
particninr ehtss ? — I could not say ; tlicre is one thing I know. 

239,5. Wlmt is tliiit? -Thiitl iim Iilraoat perfectly sure tto it was 
of those terWDts tlmt craved tile porter froin Mr. Ronaync; those toiiaats, and the 
Marquis of Waterford’s tenants, arc very respectable and independent and 
need not be aaltiiijr for porter. Tlie man at liurgery, I dare say, is north 

1.000 L rrv i. 

23gf). Some are holding land to the amount of 12 f. a y™' ' '7 T.l 

respectable tcmints ; it must be tJie servants that craved the oid 
Ronayne or Mr. Bolmul. , i -.i tt <■ 

it to the boy for the tenants ?-Ycs ; and I say I did that to distinguish how it 
Went. 

2400. Was not tin: order for the tenants ? 

Mr. 0 Keane objected to the question. Witness withdrew. 

The Chairman intimated the opinion of the Committee to be that the 
Witness mii.st answer the question. g 

Tlie Witness was recalled. 

=401. Ur. Huddleston {to the ffitness).] Take that into yonr Und {handmff 
« ioek to the Jf'iiness) ; that is in your handwriting Y— It is. 

2402. This entry is?— Yes. __ 2403. When 
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040,. When did vou write it?-I think it wasthe evendng =>f 
'•ADA M tlie time you received the order, or after r— After , 1 should say. 

^40^ When ih“ oMer was give.r you, did yon put tiown the order yon 

received ^ recollect Mr. Ronayne came over to me 

onUo occasions, the evening after ti.e election, and said, “ You had better give 

*?407°'’\™^ " memorandum where they went to, and 

I find Kihiiinnun and Knock Cattamorc. 

'^fg. WmeriroI^^hThoyi^™ 

“"04 'o' Who wa" t’h?oX 1 h“?-Br''-i'>»‘ I hhd'-rstood from Mr. Ronayne’s 
stale.!, cut, v'In he gave me the order, the hoysj.e meant were the servants of 

the tenants, though 1 marked it down “ tenants nrouerlv 

■1411. Why did not you put down “servants ?— It 1 had done it pioptrly, 

npi'lifiim is wiuit 1 slioulcl hflvc put doun* i . is i i ■ 

‘ M?o Jmt wmit a moment; novl have yon not told me that Boland and 

Ronavne told yon that some one would come with a Sd'ihat ’- 

you w'ere to give ti.em the porter ; upon your oath, have you not said that . 

''t;!3.'’H“c‘v™ any reason to doubt those were the words that were told 
vou r— It is not' easy for me now to recollect tliat, nearly two yeais “e“- 
• 2414. If you recollect that it was for the servants, why cannot you 
the other ?-I recollect that verbal order; it was sard, Give halt a band oi 
porter to those bo5'S ; they are annoying me. ^j. 1 +onr,nts 

^ 2415. Which boys ?— The servants of some 01 Sir Nugent Humble s tenanu. 
24l'e. Was that drank there?— No, it was taken away. 

2417. How taken away ?— On a car. i •• v c =,.mo nf 

2418. W'ere they present when he came and gave that order r— Yes, some ot 

the H.nanL^ said a hov would come in the evening?— That may bo hhd>‘eh 

2420. Which of those will you venture to say was ordered for tlie serv , 
now put vour finger on any one you will swear, recollect ; there is 'Poland 
Ronavne'; yon swear Boland and Ronayne ordered for the servants ; 1 ™* 1 "“* 
finger- upon any one ?-To the best of my recollection the order given 0 me 
wal tha^ two lialf-barrels, or a half-barrel, should be sent to such a place, 

I suppose Kilminnan or Knock Cattamore, or the other place mentioned here. 

2421. Was that the order ’—That was the order, to the best of my recol 

Were those the words of the order ?-As well as I recollect. 

2423. That certain portions (hand me that book) should be sent to Kilmm- 

nan, and Knock Cattamore, and Gan-anagearea ? Yes. 

2424. Was that all that was said ? — I think that was all that was said. 

2425. \Vill you swear that was all that was said ?— It is hard for me to swear 

that after two years ; that is to the best of my recollection. , ^ , 

2426. When was anything said about the servants ?— I thought I explamea 

2427. I am asking vou what the order was. You say all that was said was 
that the porter was to be sent to Kilminnan, to Knock CattaTnore,_and barrana- 
gearea?— I said, before Mr. Ronayne came over, and said, “ Give those 00}S 

half a barrel of porter; they are annoying me.” ,111 nnt 

2428. Tell me anything more that was said ?— That may be all ; i cio 

^^2429. Was there any one there when he said that; and pray let me caution 
you ? — 

Commiitee.J Fix the one, and read it out. 

Mr. Huddleston.] Fix the one, and read it out. 

Witness.] The Knock Cattamore portion here, the 14 th, a tierce. I think that 
was a verbal order. 

2430. Will you swear that? — To the best of my recollection. 

2431-3. Were the others in writing then? — This Garranagearea on , 
think is. 
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24'34. Wore llio oI.Ihts in writing- I fJiinlv I _i>'ot om'. or two in writiiio- 

2435- DiM you copy ih.M.nlor in the hook?— No; that was the only Memo- 
randum 1 took. 

043(i. What hecanu: of l.hos(‘ ineiiioriiiula ? I do not know, 

2437. Did yon make tin' entry in your hook lun'oru the order ?— That is the 
only way I took it. I de not recolha’t how i.lie order was written. 

Yon say tlial. was a verbal oriha- ?— I tiioiio'ht that memonmdnm was 

sufficient. 

043a. What >\as siillicieiit - -That iiKniioraudnin, that way. 

2440. Head it ?- “ Mr. Mae^'iiire’s coiniidltec, for Sir Niigcnt Humble’s 

tenants, oiu' liall. 

2441 - Why did yon in.l, put down s(‘rvants ” As I said before, if I did it 
properly, pin‘ha[is the servants I sliould put down. 

2442. 1 ask yon, U|.>on yonr oath, havt^ you not written down tJic order as 
yon received it; ami now he ('.andnl; liave you not written down the order as 
yon reccivni it ? — 1 <lo not tluidv 1 liave. 

244;>. Will you swear you liave not? - To tlic best of my recollection, \ have 
not. 

2444. Will you swear ynn liav<' not ? -I eoidd not swear it. 

244/i. Do you lorgi't it i* — it) the host of my recollection, that is not the way 
I got the order. 

244(1. Have yon wriiten down the order there as you got it; will you swear 
that? — 'I’o the best of ?ny recolhiction, I have not. 

■2447. Will you swear it?- I cannot gti further than that. 

2445. Fix upon any one of those items in wliich yon say the order was given, 
for the .serv.ints ; lix upon aii^’ one on which you will swear? — Here is tiie 
Knock Catlainore, half a lian-ei ; lhat, t think, was a verbal order. 

2449. How was tlmt ortler given? — lie came over, his liousc is opjiosite mine, 
and he said, “(iivt; iliose hoy.s Imlf a. barrel of porter, and give those others 
a tierce.” 

2450. Did you give to ilioHc jiersons he pointed out the portin'? — Yes. 

2451. Have you not sworn lhat yon did not know who the person.s were who 
got the porter? — I swore lhat 1 conhl not say; there was one of tlie tenants 
came. 

24, f)-’. { asked yon who they were ; and have you not sworn you did not know 
who the jansous were tlmt liad got tin; porter? — I do not think I have. 

2433. Do you know tin; persons wlio got the jiortev? — To the bc.st of my 
recolluction, it was the ser\'unts wlio came for it. 

- 4 . 54 ' Covum/irc..] Atlend lo tin? qii(;stion, and answer it directly. Do you 
know the persons who had (In; porter; who took it awa}'? — I do not know, any 
nioi'c than I am uinh;r lln; i?n|)ression it was a sei'vaiit eame. 

245.7. Mr. IIud(lkusl(in.\ Donhl you itientify or <lc.seribc the names or the 
persoiiB ul thos(i who took away the portin' ?• — could not describe them more 
than I coiisiih;red tin; s(;rvants <;ame. 

245(i. Wlmt do you mean by “ tiio boys came for the porter for the tenants 
«'1 io1uk 1 got it”.?— 1 said that. 

2457. Said wlmt? — [ said there was a lot of those persons, and perliaps they 
selected one biiy from tin; r<‘st to go tliere, and have a car to take away a barrel 
ur half barrel. 

24,58. Did you .say Jiiat now a !)oy took away porter for the Garranaguerea 
tenants? — I believi; I.said tlmt. 

2459. tlmt true or not ; have yon not said you told your man that someone 
Jjould come with a (;ar iVom the tenants for the porter ?— Yes, I may have said 

2460. Js that true or false ? — I may have said it. . . , 

24b t. You may have .said it; i.s it true or false ? — ^ could not positively sa^. 

2462. Have you not said so? — 

2463. Co 7 mnittce.~\ Did any one come r — Yes. 

24C4. And took it away in your presence? — And took it away. 

^465. Mr. IhildlcMonA Did you not say you gave a direction to your servant 
that a person would coinc with h car, and take it away for the tenants; did you 
say that?— I tliink I said tlmt. , , , 

2466. Is it true; did you give that direction to your servant?— As i am 
162. > j o reminded 
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..e..hMecl so much about it I think I 

go to the tenants of Knock Cattamo , 8 servant with reference to 

th.2‘io™Jarnl"tL^:?s;T„: - the Ktlck Cattanrore tenantr,- were 

to have a barrel? — I <;nv • I coitkl not recollect the word 

■24(18. Is ittrue?-! could not positively say , i coma 

”'3 8 “‘ 

here?— I may hnve said It. 

T«:irtrue? — It inav be true. . . , , 

C472. May fof exact words I stated. 

>473. May tt be false .'-It is 1 aid toi me to ^ j 

askl'ii- in:* n« iiSfnXnswer “that qnekioii --As to the exact words of 

were Clio c°amc'for the porter, yes or no ?— I cannot recollect the names of the 
‘’'s^^.'tuemUo me; can you recollect the names of the persons who came for 
‘'"iJrN^e do not think 1 could ; they were servants ; 1 do not 

“ &n you tell me the names of the persons who came for the porter?- 

^ ‘^st.^’me of them ?-Ido cannot ?-The only person 

I el.lcotrnl:S\re o/e of the Daniels of Kilrnsh. one 

What relative ?-Either a first consin or a brother. 

24S3. M' as he a^voter ; Ves • that is the only person 1 recollect. 

-Is-' WarthaUhe can recollect whom you knew r— Yes. 

:lk otJte^ canfe-r-That is so ; I knew thetenauts; I cculd 

"iS-'Y^rrCt'kiicw the servants 1-1 knew them not to be the tenants. 

"‘“go. He wasya cousin, not a servant ; give me the name ?-I never saw 

of the empty barrels ’-They were all returned 
Did yon “id for them’il think they were sent back, to the best of 

mv recollection. ..t , \ i 

You did not send for them ?-^o, they came back. 

■>4ol Do you know Pat Maloney, of Lisfinnan?--! do. T Hn uot re- 

249,5. Had he any porter sent to him, or had he no porter . 

“2496. Did you not give him half a tierce ’-If it is entered there I would 

“2497. It is not entered here, and I want to know wliy you did 

will you swear you did not send halt a tierce to him ;-I do not lecou 

whether I did ornot. . , i i « «« 

2408. Might you have done so t— I might have done so. rlo not think I 

2499. Might you have done so and not entered it here . I do 

™:500. Might you f-I might. I might m^e a M^joney. of Lis- 

2501. Now, just attend, and pray, be cautious. Did not Fat Ma X’ 
finukn, come to you himself, and did you not give him half a tierce o p 

now, attend?— 1 do not recollect it. 

2502. Will you swear you did not ? — I will not. I cannot. 

Do you know Pat Maloney, of Lisfinnan .-—1 do. 

2504. Do you know he voted for Maguire i I think he did. 2^05. Now, 
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give 



2y>5- Now, I !isk you, did not lie (-(viul; to yon with Rolume, and did not you 
— him imira ticivo oi’ jinrUT? — ! <l<> not Vi'coUii(5t. 



you n'folhrt ids romiii«>- Jo you diinug- the election ?— I do rccol- 
lect'liis f'ouiinu:: ho ranu' in tiu' evening l)efort! tlic (dcctiou with the other two 

VVhiil two men r — C^idu and the ofiiev man. 

2'>ioS. Oue of ihe lluve senl to he kidna]»ped? — He was sent oil'. 

Did not that man lain! honn! half a tierce of porter upon Roluuic’s 

QY^evi — i do not ree.ollect. 

2510. Cmdd y(Mi forget it r — I es, I may. 

2511. “ Haifa tieiTo of porter. 1 /. o.s, v,(L"’! — Yes. 

2D-- ''".V other iialf-ticrces of ]>orter giveii about that period 

oftiic cl(!Ctio!i — 1 do nol lldnk I have forgotten one. 

2513. 'rinui can von swear yon do not recollect tiiat he liad one upon tliut 
occasion? — I eaiinol ree.olleel. it. 1 do not rocolleet. it. 

2114. M’ill von swear he had not tliat?-- I will not. 

2 D')' lie had not it? — No. 

2'5i(i. And upon !{onayneV order r — I could not. 

2D7' Slimdd you have eiilered it liei’<'. if he had? — Unless I mistook, it. 

2518. Slioidd you hav<‘ <-)ilereil it here if he had? — I should, unlc.'s I for- 
got it. 

2 D 9 * Tlien lake yonr Ixiok and rcfresli your memory ; and now, alter that, 
I ask v'on, will you swear he liad not; there is your book to refresh your 
meniory; and il'you look, yon do not see it tluirer — I do not. 

2V20. Will you swi'ar he iiad nut it.? — No, I will not, 

2321. vVltho'ui-ii you refri'sh yourself with the hook? — I cannot say. 

2')22. Then \w might have fiad it, and you might not have found it iu tlie 
book?— Yes. ^ 

2')23. Were there smile half-lierees of porter sent away at that time you did 
not enter?- -I <Io not tliiiik Uiert! were. 

2;V24. AVill you swear lln.’i'e wi-re not?— 'i.'o the best of my belief, there were 

not. . • 1 1 

Jhit yon wilt not swear there, w'ere not r — i could not; tliei'C might bo 
one' 1 forgot to enter. 1 ilo not now recollect, nor did I fold any mistake of 
mine aftei'. 

2')2(i. I see Edward I’oh-y herer — \ es. 

2327. Havi- you got an aeeoimt with Foley in your I<;dger?-I have. 

23''>S. 'i'nni t.o it (Uiv lHhuus-s vefiTTcd to the book'), rum to Foleys account 
for me iu the ledgei- Uhv. //'?/i/e.v.s did .10) ?— That is where lie commences {kand- 
hif] ihe book to the. Iruriuul Coumet), « 

252}). Were, tliose two payiiu'iits T see iiere, K) .s. each, on the credit side ot 
Foley’s account paid you iimnoney; turn to the debit side, where he has paid 
you la s. ? — Sepiemher. 

2530. Two snnus of 14 .s, each? — Yes, I .siie it. 

2531. Will you swear that was ])aid in money?— Yes, it was. 

2332, Yon will swi.'ar tliat ? — Yes. 

25 : 13 . of them ?™Yes. 

2534. Both of them ? — Yes. _ , • 1 zi 

Who was Foley ?'•- He is u publican, and he is a butcher. 

253d- T)o you know TlumiaR Morvissay ? — T do. _ 

2,537. Md luOmve iiny portw frtm you uboiit the time of the election ; halt 

a tierce? — 1 now forger. , , .. ..1 

2538. Would vou like to look at your book ?— Yes, let me see it (the book teas 

handed to the WUncss). I do not see the entry. 

253.). 1 know i-ou do not. Now I ask you, will you ^ ^ 

rissay,’ fisherman,' liiu.1 not lialf iijierce of porter from you at the electiou foi the 
Chaptd-lime tenants ? — liad not? , , j * 

2340. Yes. — I cnimot say ; -1 will not swear he had not. 

“i-i^™ I;:"- 

you could have lorKolteii that''— It may be included in the nine halves. 

2 . 5 T 3 - It may 1)0 included in the nine halves ? , , .. j t’Ko,, mnv 

2544. Whcrii would it go to if the Chapel-Iaiie tenants had it. Ihey y 

^ave removed it up to Chapel-laiie. 

162. N 2 
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3545. Then they may have removed it up to Chapel-lane ?— I do not know 

where they removed it. . , . i i - v„. 

2546. You think that may be m the nine halves.-— Yes 
o'Le Would that same observation apply to Maloney '—It may. 
afA. And then it may be quite correct that Maloney did have half a tierce, 
and it would appear in the book ; ausiver this question ?— It may. 

354<> Where tvonid it go to if Maloney had it?-He lives out at l.isfinnan, 

witliin a mile or two of Dunui’i’vsin* , . ,, , ..a. .• a. 

-'«o. Now, having reminded you of that, having called your attenpon to 
tho'shascs, voii inav perhaps be able to say whether he did have hall a t.eme o 
porter, and that may remedy the mistake; turn your mind back and see . If 
Malonev »'Ot it, he took it out lo liis own place. , , , ■ 

What I say now is, going into those particulars and rcfrc.shing your 
memory, probablv ‘there may be something yon liave forgotten, and now you 
mav recollect that Maloney did have, it ; Maloney and Morrissay es. 



■2^!)-2. Possi))ly they might? — Yes. 

Do you recollect it HOW r — 1 do not. i i 

0554. I -will ask anotiier question ; do you know 1 homns Whelan, the earner . 

^2555. Did not he Imve half a tierce ?— I do not recollect. 

2556. There are tliree you will not recollect ’—Yes. 

•vj57. Is Whelan a voter? — He is. 

'•558 Will yon swear he had not half a tierce?— I will not. 

•>559. if he hud half a tierce, might it be in those nine halves ?— It might be. 

2<;6b. Where woidd he take it to r— He only had the one house. 

•2561. Did you not swear a short time ago those nine _ tierces were drank m 
vour house on the day and night of nomhiation and polling, whenever it was . 

“ I have not sworn it ; I say it may be included in it ; now I do not recollect. 

I was not questioned as to the number ol half-barrels. 

25(32. You were not questioned as to the nine half-barrels ; then you did not 
mean to say the whole of the nine lialf-barrels were not drank at the liouse ? 

No. 

2563. How many of them were drank at tlie house ? — I could not tell now. 

2564. You know ; do you recollect whether they were or were not dmnk at 
the house? — I was in the up drawing-room doing the business, and with Mr. 
Herne, in the evening, I was. 

2565. That might have been all taken away ?— I was passing in and out once 
or twice, and I saw them drinking in the kitchen. 

2566. Did you not see Maloney there?—! broughthim in, the evening before 
the election, myself; he came in, of course, with me. 

2567. Did you give him anything? — I did not give him anything. 

2568. Did he have anything? — He may ; it was there for him, if they wished 
t.0 drink it ; they must know where the porter was. 

2569. Then vou will not sivear those three names I have given you, that those 
three persons might not have had porter away from the premises, and that they 
may be in this entry of the nine half-tierces ? — 1 will not. 

2570. David Hickey, the butcher, what about him? — He was a voter. 

2571. Did you give him half a tierce of porter? — I do not recollect. 

2572. Will you sw’ear you did not ? — I do not think I did. 

2573. Will you swear you did not ?— I could not recollect it. 

2574. Y’ou cannot recollect it ? — No. 

2575. Then there might be as many as four tierces and a half given at that 
election, but you cannot recollect who had them? — I could not be sure; one 
canuot recollect all ; they all live in the same lane, those three men. . 

2576. Do you recollect how' they got it? — Morrissay, Maloney, and Hickey 
live in the same lane. 

2577. Did you go there ? — I cannot recollect. 

257k Did you give any orders about it ? — I do not recollect. 

2579. Will YOU swear you did not give an order for half a tierce to be sent 
down to the Chapel-iune voters ? — I can recollect 



2580. That you did not? — ^Yes. 

2581. You can recollect that they did not have it? — I cannot say. 

2582. They might have had it? — They might have bad it. 
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2583. Anti iiol. Iiuvii (juU^vciil it r — It I)g included in that P. iV. FUzoe,(tId. 

nine*. 

('rnss-.'Xiuiiiiicd ].y Mr. (rSidUvcm. 

i:';84. I Indicivu Sir Nun'ciit Ilmubic lias 11 very larg-e property in the neigh- 
bourhood ol‘ Dimgarvaii ■ Hr Inis. 

And a groat iiiimiior of l.oiumts upon that property ? — He has. 

238(!. Ami tonaiits wlm arc nut voU'Vs lor Dtnig-arvau ? — Yes. 

2387. Ho has a groat mimlier of tenants, I lieliove, who are voters for t!ie 
county living on tl u-se town lands (){‘Kilniinnan, ( iarrauagejuiea, and Knock Caita- 
— Hi; iias ; I do not. know Itow many. 

2_^88. Is not tiion? a large population upon tliose townlamls ? — Yes. 

2,';8(}. Ami I holiovo tiiat Sir Nugent lliindile is a very good landlord, or, at 
least, is considevod so r •• llo is oonsidoivd a good landlord. 

2.5()0. And I helievo Sir Kngo.nt's tenantry always vote with him in every 
election do; ihoro was only one, I believe, went against liim at tliat 

election. 

Are yon aware who Sir Nugent I lumhlo supjiorted at tlio election of 
1852, whether Mr. Maguire or .Mr. Ch’laherty ? — Mr. Maguire ; I am surely 
aware of tliat. 

2,'50'2. Was Ik; a. warm supporter of liis ?— He was. 

23(13. Wiis Iio so iH-f‘ore (he nomination day? — Of 1852? 

2,5|)4. Yes. — He was. 

2,5|}5. How do Sii' .Nugent Httmhle’.s tiuuiuts generally come to poll at Dun- 
garvau 7 — 'I'liey all e.oine in t.iigetliei'. iimi Mr. Howell viiiiiig in front of all the 



cars. 

23(j(i. Wlio is Mr. Howell? lie is a magistrate, living witliin four or live 

miles of Dungarvan ; In; is agent to Sir Nugent and various other gentlemen. 

2597. The Mai‘(|uis of Waterford, I Iieliever — \es. 

23p8. Am! they came in to Dungarvan to ])oll in a body, with Mr. Howell 
at the head ?”'A'es. 

2,')()(). ilav(! you mil, seen I, hem at Hevisral elections come in in that way ? — 

.1 have. 

2600. Am! you know Sir Nugent Humhio was a supporter of Mr. Maeguire’s 
prior to the iiomiiiatioii ? — Ue. was not at the election before that. 

2601. Tiio election oi‘lKr»2, 1 mean? — V cs. 

2(io2, Do you know liow many votens Sir Nugent Humble lias — About 40 
or 50 ; it niay bo under or it may be over; I know he lias more interest now 
than lie had then ; about 40 or r.o, it may be under or over ; he has more interest 
Jiow; lie lias got some additional jiroperty ho has purchased in the Incumbered 
Estate Court. 

2C0.3. What class of men are tliose voter, s generally?— All of them the most 
respectable indepemient men ; there is one of them, Mr. Power, of Burgery, he 
purchased a property in the Incumbered Estates Court, and paid 1,800 
for it. 



2G04. Are not most of tliem, iu fact, respectable farmers ?— They are. There 
is anotlicr tenant pays over aoo /. a y(!ar. 

2605. And well to do in the world r — VV'cll to do. 

26o(i. How long Imve you been in Dungarvan ?—I am a native ol it ; since 
I was liorn. ^ c 

2607. And you liave seen several elections for Members (>f the borough 0 

course, and seen the election i'or tlie county?— The last four; I know them pei- 
fectly well, prettv well, rather. , • 1 1 *• e 

2608. Now was not it notorious that in Dungarvan, tkat m the election ot 
1852 Sir Nugent Iluml.do was to support Mr. Maguu'e .'—Yes, it was. 

2b0(). I believe all Sir Nugent’s tenants came m a body at that e ectinn to 
vote for liim, witli Mr. Howell lit their head?— Mr. Bagge Hearn wouljJ#ot act 
Mr. Maguire as agent until Sir Nugent promised Ins interest, and told inm 
io become Ids agent ' ' -rv. 3 

^2610. Sir Nugent is a very popular mao, as a landlord, m Dungarvan. 

is. 1 1 • 7 

2(5 1 1 . And 1 helievo Mr. Mao-uiro was a very popular man too at that election . 

“~As I said on Friday, his election proved it • 

2G 12. Was not lie?— He was. r ^ 

id2. N3 2(113. Was 
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p „ 26,3. Was tto. a great mob came in his support to the hustiuo-s on the 

12th of July 1852?— There was, 

meeting - tlTe firsLvening Mr. Magu^ came out before the election some of 

‘"™.r H: ^Tession i-He was ; two miles of the 

™^6lTc5rh“\mqlje‘’^ ?-Ycs. I went nearly as far 

“''IuS'yo^W that Mr. Hearn had stated there should be no 

of those entries, as read out, I see, “Mr. Maguire's com- 

“ 262m 'Twish you would explain that entry, what you meant by putting Mr. 
Maguire's committee; was it because the order came . 

[The Witness was directed to withdraw. 

Mr. Huddleston objected to the question. 

Mr. O’Sullivan was heard in support of the question. 

The: Chah'man intimated that the opinion of the Committee that 
Mr. O’Sullivan should put his questions so as not to suggest the aIlS^^ ei the 
"Witness 'Nvas to give. 

The Witness was recalled. 

2621. Mr. O’Sullkan {to the Witness).] You have stated formmly 
was no committee, to your knowledge, at Dmigarvan ?-No, and Mr. Hearn ad- 

'■’Id *“LtTfone%ntry, the 18th of July 1852, “ Mr. Maguire^s counnittee 
for Sir Nugent Humble’s tenants ivliat explanation can you give of that enti y . 
According- "0 the directions 1 had, I had no right to mention the committee 

^*''2623. Why did you put committee there; can you 

putting committee there? — That was what we always calle _i , 

before'then. Mr. Hearn disallowed it the moment he was appointed conductu^ 

ao’cnt; he said he w’ould not have a committee formed. .p 

2624. You called it committee because a great number of persons we e active 
in Mr Maguire's election, I supposei-1 think so My reason for entering it 
war, as I have said ; but according to Mr. Hearn s direction, I had no u„ht to 
put down committee. 

2625. It is usual in eleclions to call it committee?— Tes, ot course. ^ 

262b. If von look at the body, you will see the figure is a httle oblUeiate^ 

] 3 ajipcars to be written over 12 there ; was that con-ection made a le 1 • 

It was at the time. „ , , , ' • t .. .^a 

2627. Not since ’-Not since; I did not refer to that book since, 1 »a> 

not sure it was entered when I was here on Friday. 

2628. Sir Nugent Humble’s tenants ; can you say whether they were the tenants 
that were referred to in the first entry ?-No, there is no memorandum there. 

2620. Can you state when that porter was drank ?— Where it was i 

2630. When it was drank? — I do not know ; I did not see it drank, 

removed according to the name of the place. ^ 

2631. Some distance from Dungarvaii ? — Two miles from Dungarvan. ^ 

2632. Do you know at what time of the day tliat order was given on the lain • 

— I cminot recollect. ... , _.,o 

2633. Or what time of the day the porter was delivered r— No ; likely n w 

the evening. , , |i „ 

2634. Now, does this book contain the ordinary entry from day to aay, 

disposition of porter from vour store ? — Yes. , , . 

2635. And in your ordinary business any porter that went out woum . 

entered? — Yes. , . i prl '? 

2636. And the name of the person for whom you thought it was orcer 

Yes. „ T.’,vi> 
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20o7- “ <''‘i'>">'H(;c-]Mmso all day uiul nig-lit;” wore those 
lioysyou inrutionrd in lln‘ ••nimiiilUr-lmiisc all iii*;’!!!, and about it?— They were, 
off ami on ; them wriv, iicHiajis, 2i» in one ‘■•ung, iiml 2 r> in another, and 30 in 
another gang', walciiing dillrn'iit. streets, In |»n!vent tlios(! of the other side tam- 
pering with eerliiiii vol<‘rs. 

26';!'. 'rin’it had you got jn'o|de « ni|»loyed lor the piirpost: of pi-eventing voters 
beim*' rarried ol-f, and prevenliiig peojije tamiiering with them r — Yes. 

2(v3(). d'lie nexteiilry, of ilie 1-ltli, lor Kuoc.lv Catfainore a tierce ; Sir Nugent 
Hiinibh- owns all .Kimek ( 'at.lamore Yes. 

2(140. AihI a great many people live upon it: — It is a regular village. 

2(141. Thai, is Kimek ( 'alfaiuore ; (iiat is Sir Nugent l.[uuil)le’s ? — So it is. 

2(1.42. Now the Kilrusli ami Diirgery al.so liclong to Sir Nugent? — 

Kilriusli does not; (hat is llie. Marquis of Wat.erfordh. 

264-5. Is Mr. Howi'll ageni, for the Marcpiis.'* — Yes. 

2644. Idd ihe iMarqiiis'.- (eiiaiils eonu^ with Sir Nugent’s? — ^TJio last two 
elections (ht-y did. 

2(14.'). Ihii they ill till- eleelioii of fs.')l r — Yes. 

2li4(>. AVas Mr. Ilmvell at (in- head of them ? — Ue brought in the Marquis’s 
first, and alterwards hronglil. in Sir Nugent’s tenants, 

2(147. Do you know the last entry, the I 4 tli, for Kiioc-k Cattamore; there are 
four eiitrii’s <in iln- t.lili of .Inly ; can you state, svliat time of the day those orders 
were given yon ?- - I rei-olleet pcrfceliy w'ell, after the election. 

2(l4S. After the polling was over? — Yes. 

2(141). You stated you did not exu(-.lly know wlio took tliem away?— No. 

2650. Uiil, to the’ best, of your re(.-olle( 4 ,ion, some of tliem were taken by 
servuiils of those t.eininlsr — Yes. 

26,')!. Do yon know wh<-n that porter was sent ? — No, nor ■where it was. 

Are’yon aware that a deputation went IVoin Dungarvan to Mr. Maguire 
to Cork, in iH.'ei: — Yes. 

26')'!. Do von know wlu-lher l.liat ileputulmn carried with them the assiiranco 

of Sir Nugent's 

Mr. Jdi/H’s objected to the (jiiestion. 

The Witness was ilireeled to withdraw. 

Mr. was heard against the question being put. 

Mr. ()\SiiUimn was lu-ard in support of the question. 

Tl». (ilmxli.m was oY.imilcil, and Mr. O’ roquesfed to confine liis 
eviilciira. i.nl i|.|.|y to I lie questions timt aroso ontortlie liook winch had been 
jirodueeil and examined iqion. 



The Witness was recalled. 



2654. Mr. O’^taiimu (lo the murns):\ I had just asked you whether yon 
knew the deimtation wmit to Cork to Mr. Maguire, and conveyed the assurance 
of Sir Nugent llumlde’s su))])ort ? — 1 cannot tell more than hearing. 

2655. Now, is Mr. Koiiayne in Dungarvan .still? — Yes, he is. 

265U. Has 1 \(. hei'n tliiive since the election of 1802?— Yes, he has. 

26.57. IsMv. Morrissaytliorcstiir'-WiiichMornssay.; . 

2658. Timt one Mr. Ilnddleston asked you about r-I think he is; he is a 
fisherman. 



26.59. And is Mnlimcy tlioni still?— Yc.s, lie is. 

2CC0. Kelly?— Which Ki;ily? , , 

2661. ’Williain Kcilyr— From vvliere; where c oes he reside ? 

2662. Never mind. Arc the Daniels there still f— Yes. 

2663. Is Whelan tluuc still?— lie is. 

26G4. Keily, of Kilniini'ian ? — I think he is. 



Re-examined by Mr. Janiea. 

2C65. Was l\.Ir. Ronayne i«rfectly well and salubrious in his health when you 

left him?— He W41S. 

2666. And fit to undertake the journey?- As Avell as I was. 

26G7. That is, ■well ? — I 2668 You 

U'2, ■ N 4 



P. W . litzgerald. 
39 March 1854. 
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,668. You hava spoken of tins deputation ; was Boland one of the deputation ? 
”066^“^ Mr.Konayne one of the deputation ?-I cannot say ; I a.n not- 
“2670. Yon ihiuk Boland was ; was Edwin Foley, and was not Pat Ronayne ?- 
^ ““-t ‘'it'has been suggested to you, and you adopted it, that it is usual to call 
S'iS e^^aged in, by so„e I- 

For the last three. 



'kb ‘usual to call somebody a committee; as you l.ave entered a 
•'ommittee,” who do you call a “ coramiltee i” it .s entered, and you have 



Imr^to Mr.’ o'sullivTn b is nsuai to cMrsomebody a ;; committee you have 
ere."cf“ «mmittce;” who do you call committee" r-I know tlie election 

vtrpxtifni^lv W6 li3.cl COinnilttCC. ^ uri i' i ii 

^ 0674 'You sav it is usual to call somebody a committee. Who did you call 
a conmiittee this time V-Mr. Hearn said that on no account would he allow a 

committc^ did you call the committee when you entered that It is in your 
own handwriting; Ld you adopted Mr. O’Sullivan's question, and said it is usual 

to call somebody a coniinittee? — Y’es. ^ 

2676 And you have called somebody a committee. Who are the bodys you 
have called a'committce?— I dare say there were persons assisting m that 

““2677 On your oath, whom do you call the committee ?-As I stated on Friday, 
those persons who attended the room, and assisted every day in making out the 
lists and the returns. 

2678. Is Boland one Yes. 

2679. Is Ronayne another ?•— Yes. 

••>680 Is Power another? — \es. . ^ , 

2681. And Drohan another?— No, he was not; he was appointed as pngs- 
man outside ; he came in, and said, “ You have to look after such and such 

Was not he, did not you say, appointed to look after the Abbey side 

™Ssq. You have been asked about tlie comity election. Had Mr. Maguire s 
committee anytiiing to do with the county election?— I do not recollect that they 
had ; I think they refused. 

2684. Mr. Maguire’s committee refused to have anything to do with the county 

‘'“agT^rdruot understand you to adopt auy suggestion that your room 
was uie'd for the county election. Do you adopt any suggestion that this com- 
mittee of Mr. Maguire’s had any reference to the county election in any way 

"2686 You have been ashed about there being many of Sir Nugmt Humbles 
tenants voting for Mr. Maguire. Ho himself sujiported Mr. Maguire i es. 

268;. Very warmly ?— Yes. , „ , s v 

26SS. In the former election he supported Mr. Ponsonby ? — Yes. 

■>68o Airainsi Mr. Maguire ?— Yes. ... . i 

2600. aI warmly in tlie one case as in tlie other r—Y es ; his tenants always 

00 with him; there was only one in 1853 went against him. 

° 2691. He was as hot one way for Mr. Ponsonby as he was hot the other way for 
Mr. Mao-uire?— In that case there was 75 majority. 

2692.° And yon say the tenants go whichever way he goes:— They do. 

2hQl. And they vote which way tlie agent does ? Yes. _ _ 

2694. Those townlaiids you have been asked about, and the voters living in 
townlaiids ; are they within the borough, or some distance away r— Wi hin me 
borough ; within two miles of Dungatvan ; and Burgery is only one mile. 



Examined by the Cormnittee. 



2695. Were you summoned on the former petition ? I 
Speaker’s warrants, but I w^s not brought over. 

2696. Were you in London : — No. 



gj I got three 

2697- 
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2607. You (lid uol il'avr r — No; 1 uciilmr got a notice, iioi' the P. W. Fitzgerald, 

cash to bring me ovit. 

2698. Wlicn (lid you make, tliul al(erution in tlie book {luiu(Ung a hook to the 19 March 1854. 

Attiu'sanu' tini.‘ , . 

2699. Wliou r— I llindv the very same day ; it was given out on the next 

What was it originally f— I tliink it was the 12th. 

2701. When did you make the alteration to the ? — At that time. 

2702. On the 1 :uh r~Ei1.iier tlie 1 2tli or the i :M,li ; it might be the morning of 
the I3tli. 

2703. On the morning of ihe lath? — Yes. 

2704. Why did yon alter it on the morning of the i;5th? — I have not referred 
to that book . since,' and 1 was not aware it was entered in that manner when I 
was giving my evidcuee on 1‘Viday. 

2705. Wore any of the orders you got in writing ? — I think I got two or three 
in writing. 

2706. Prom whom':' — From Mr. lloiiayno or Boland. 

2707. Who told yon lo jmt it down' to the committee ?— No person but 

2708. Did th(‘ coninuUtM- nu‘(‘t at your lioiisc /—Yes. 

2709. Had not (hey a commitlee-room ? — Yes. 

2710. In yonr house'/ — Yes, in my house. 

0711. Did y(.ii not swear, in your former (examination, yon did not know there 
was aconirniUee-rooin in your iroiise '/ -I said Mr. llwiru disallowed a committee- 
room. 

2712. Did you not swi'ar, on ymir o.xamination <n\ t\n\ former day, that you 
did not know ihaL a room in your house w'as used lor a comraittce-roorn ? I 

2713. Wlien you were exiimiiu'd on the funner day, were you as clear then 

as yon are now tliat a room was u.sed in your liouse as a committec-room r It 
was used, a.s I stai.ed on tlial day, ior that ]>nr|)ose. _ 

2714. Wore von as clear theii as you are now, that that room was used in your 
house, and used as a eommiUee-room '/ — 1 liavo been more cross-exaramed, and 
I have been reminded of things siiiee I did not know of on that day. 

2715. You wn-i! licit, uwavu you liiicl uiitoi'cil it cia a commilteci-room ?— Not 

that diiv ; I was not iivvimi Unit it, was oiitofod so, imt I stated here, I think, that 
lonlyiookamemoramhim, as 1 thouKht, on a slieet ol paper, and that it was 
torn Iin or destmyod ; I diii not know, Imt I told yon wlicn you asked about the 
book, if there wtis ;ui nitry aliont tin; olcolion, it was in t lat poi ,ei was .e 
book. , , . 

2716. Wlicn had yon seen tliis book last before you came over here 

' 27^7^!' When yon ^ot tlie smiiinons to bring your boohs over, did you look over 

this? — I (lid not. vi m wmiv 

2718. When you got the summons to come over hero, yon did not look at you 

'’°?7!s.Vllaryou .lid not know wlicthcr it contained entries material to this 

‘°T72o.'’bhrno7TOn say on the last day, the reason why you had ®t brongbt 
it was, because it dl.l not contain anything material to the '"<1'*' f ® 

SO! and I helievo I wa.s under the iinjiressiou that it was on a “f 
I kept the luotnoran.la of the number of lialf barrels that 
2b.. As an attorney’s clerk, di.l you not know 
to bring your books and papers, your were bound to pro , ' J j 

you not saV &ie rcasoir w y you had 
they did not eoiitain aiiyllimg material to this inquiry . 
tliey did, and therefore I did not think it necessary to bring them. 

2723. When yon got the subpoena, did you make^any 
they did or not'i-No ; but I said I thought at the ff o I * “ 

Biuium of it in tlio book : that the only thing I ^ f 

, 2724. What is the nieauing of that “ comm, ttee-ho ise^ 

We had persons out tlio evening before tlie eleetioii , S ’ , jj |je 

at the other side, for they were so exact, and knowing that the election 
162. 
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so tightly contested, we were afraid that some of those who did promise Mr. 

Maguire would be tampered with. 

2725. Was this for drink for them ?— Yes, for drink for them. ^ 

2726. Was there anything written there (jmntmg to the Book) . Theie w«s 

““2727. There is no erasure there f-No, not to my recollection ; I never made 
it, nor never knew it to be made. .,1 t 

2728. Are you in Mr. Hearn’s employ still?— I am. • . ri 1 . *1 . 

2720 Do I understand you that there was no committee appointed, but that 
you called your house the committee-room because it was used for the purposes of 

**'2™.* That iTthe case?— That is the case, and the very first thing Mr. Hearn 
insisted upon was, that there should be no committee-room ; tllat it was illegal 
under the present Act of Parliament; and I made that entry for myself never 
thinking or dreaming it would ever be introduced m any petition or election 

“272 1 The gentlemen who conducted the election for Mr. Maguire met in that 
room ?— Yes, and he would have done his business in his office, but the office was 
connected with his aunt’s house, which is a very fine large house, and he did not 
like to have a mob coming about the place breaking m the doors and coming in 
and out so frequently ; he did not like to have the people annoyed, and the house 
injured by it, and he thought the most convenient place was my house. 

2722. You are agent to Mr. Lane, the brewer, of Cork?— I am. ^ 

2723. There are certain entries in that book which are not contained in this 

book'?— Yes, there are. , ,, t ^ v 

2734. This book is your account with Mr. Lane ?— r es. 

2735. How do you account to Mr. Lane for the entries in that book, which do 

not appear here? — When I pay I enter it. , . j 

2736. Does it appear hereP—I think so, the account between him and me. 

2737. You keep it as a debit and credit account?— Yes. , . v ,r 

2738. And you debit yourself with the porter as if you had bought it ?— Yes. 
2739 - You charge yourself witli the porter? — If there is not a custonier to take 

it, I am bound to pay him. 

2740. You told us you had no books at all having reference to this matter r— 
What I am after stating now to the Chairman ; I did not think there was any 
entry in any of my books, and being under that impression I did not think itwas 
necessary to bring it here ; I never referred to that book, but when I was cross- 
examined I stated if there was any entry it was in the porter waste-book, and at 
the time I was not sure of it. 

2741 . Where is your cash-book ?— That is the only book I keep as a casn- 

book. _ 1 • <1 V 

2742. These books are very well kept indeed, your ledger is ? — Yes. 

2743. 1 do not understand how you keep it without a cash-book r I will 

explain it. m, 1 i. ic 

2744. Well, do so? — Those are the customers’ accounts. They take halt a 
barrel or a barrel of porter; some pay when they take two half barrels, and pay 
for the two every second half barrel ; some would pay at the time tlie3'' got it ; others 
would not pay till four or five half barrels be taken ; I debit myself the while 
when I get the porter from the brewer at Cork, and I am accountable to Mr. 
Lane for it. 

2745. 1 want to know this ; when do you enter those half barrels or barrels to 
the debit of your customer in that book? — ^They are entered first in the waste 
book, and then I put them into this account. 

2746. How often ? — Perhaps the same day, or after the second day, or some- 
times after three days. 

2747. Are the entries on the debit side of that book taken from the waste- 

book? — ^Yes. ^ . 

2748. Where do the items on the credit side come from ? — That is the casli 
account; according as I receive the cash I enter it. 

2749. Just turn to that folio, between six and seven, it is not marked, and turn 
to the entry of July 8th on the debit side of that ; have you got it ? — I have it. 

2750. Just look to July the 8th on that debit side? — I do not see July 8th, 
I see July 10th and July 14 th. 

2751. Take the 10th; have you got July the 10th ? — Yes, I have. 

2752. And 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




ON Tin*: I)UNOAR\^AN ELECTION PETITION, 



2752. And July liif — Yt;s. 

0753. Ami July tin- rilst? — Yos. 

0754. Ami tlio casting up of tliat account on that side of the account, at the 
bottom of the page ? A‘cs. 

2755. Are not all timsii written at tin; saim; time, with the same peu, and the 
same red ink, or ralluT with a luixtun; ol red aiul black ink ? — 1 could not swear 
to that. 

0756. Arc not lliosc (lilhnvnt to every tither entry in that hook on that side; 
and arc they not eiiteml with diirerent coloured ink’?— It maybe so. 

2757. Do not say it may Ik' so, is it not so ; is there any other at all of the same 
colour? — This is paler ink up here, {rofcrvhuj lo the hook). 

27.5S. Is it not red ink ‘ — I do not pereeive it myself; this is a little darker. 

- 759 - 1^^"' •‘^ntllcment on the other side of the account, on the 

credit side, umlev Septemher (>lh, and the. 7tli ? — '\'es. 

27lio. Are not all those I liav(> jjointed out written in a dillereut ink to the 
rest oftlie page;?- They may he. 

27(11. Do not tell me wiiellua- they may be so, i.s not it so? — Yes, it is different 
ink. 

27O2. Just turn to folio M, Sejitcmber lOlh on tlic creditside; is not that written 
with the sume pen and the same ink as the entries 1 have just called your attention 
to? — Septemher tJlIi ami Septemher lOtii seem to be the same ink. 

2763. Just turn to folio l(i ?—J liave it. 

27G4. Septemher Hill and Auj'iist 27tli, on tlu; debit side? — I have them. 

27(15. Are not all tiiose written witii the same ink? — Tltey seem so. 

27b(). Take folio o-l? — 1 iiave it. 

27(17. Sep(;{!mix;r alli and Ktli <m the dehit side? — Yes. 

2768. And Septemher tlie itth on the ilebitside; are not all those the same 
ink as the previous folios 1 haec called your attention to? — It looks the same 
ink. 

27G9. It is diUerent to all (,Iie otiuu's 011 the same jmgc? — Yes. 

2770. Now tern to folio (>2 ? — I lm\eit. 

2771. August 2r>tli on the debit .side? — Yes. 

2772. And August the 2:t(l on the debit side? — They seem to be the same 
ink.- 



P. W. l-'ilzgei-ald. 
29 March 1854, 



2773. And written at l)ie sanuj time ?— Yes ; I cannot say they M'ere written 
attlic same time, hut oeeasienally I used to bring those books into my drawing- 
room; 1 liavc a .small odic.e in my shop in my liousc, and there sometimes 
I make the entries ; ami at oilier times I bring them up into my drawing-room 
in tile evening, 

2774. All lliose dates are between August ibo 2(ith and September the 10th? 
—Yes. 



2775. All those entri(!s I liave jiointed out at those different pages appear to 
be in different ink in the book to any olliers in the book ?— So it appears. 

2776. There is folio (>7 ; tim beading of the account there, and the entries of 
September (itli, KlJi, and J 'lth, on the debit side, and September the 6th and 9th 
on the credit side ; those ims all the same, arc they not ?— It seems to be different 
Certainly from tlm rest, 

3777. Purple or veil ? — Ulack and rod. 

277Si Tliere is the entry of the 9th of ScjHember, the 2d and the 8tli, on the 
debit side?— Yes. . . 

2779- And the 15th on the credit side? — Yes. j, i r 

2780. There are about 22 or 23 entries of various dates from the 26th ot 

August to the lOtli of September ; I M'ant to know— as those were all written at 
die same time evidently — I want lo knowhow you entered all those without 
n cash-book ? — 1 keep no casii-book Imt that. ^ 

2781. Do you mean to say you entered all those from your recollection ?— 
I.could not say that. 

2782. Tliey arc different dates, varying from July ?— I cannot recollect, they 

are entered at the same times ; Bonietimes I kept them m the shop, and some- 
dmes the ink I liad up stairs was different. . ^ 1 j • 1 

2783. There is one of those entries there in precisely the same coloured mk, 

162. P 
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and different from the colour of any otliev ink in the book? — I say 1 have two 

^ ^784 I ask you, are not all those entries written with the same coloured ink, 
and is not the ink different to any ink used in any other part of the book?— 
I think so ; different ink from the rest. 

2785. Then I say, it is evidently written at the same time, all those items that 
fall within the dates of the 22d of Angustand the lOtliof September; that is the 



^^^2786. T^ay all those are evidently entered in your book; your book was 
posted?— Yes. . 

2787. At the same time, with respect to all those items?— I could not say 
that. 

27S8. Could vou say it was not? — No. 

2789. You do not recollect anything about it?— No; T never took the least 
notice of it. 

2790. Supposing that it had so happened that the rest of your book, being in 
ink, that all those entries to which I have called your attention had been in 
pencil, aud that had been the only case in which there were pencil entries, 
would you not say they had been all made at tlie same time r — It would look 
likely, but they might not be. 

2791 . I am speabng to you as a man who understands keeping books, because 
they are uncommonly well kept ; is not tliat so ; would you not say so at once, 
supposing that had been in pencil; would you not say all those entries were 
made at tlie same time ? — You would say so, a person looking at it iii the way 
you have, but I do not think I allowed it to go so long. 

2792. That is, you begin at folio 6, and go right through the book, entering 
everything supplied on those days, and crediting everything paid on those days ; 
they are all in the same colour, written with the same pen, and evidently written 
at the same time ? — Yes. 

2793. I want to know ; I quite understand where you got the debit entries 
from, from that waste-book ; I want to know where you got the credit entries 
from, because I cannot understand how you trust yourself to make those entries 
from your head, nor do I believe it is possible? — Each of those customers keep 
a pass-book with me, and if I did not make a memorandum on the credit side, 
here, I enter it in their pass-book ; and the next day afterwards they bring the 
book, and that pass-book I compare, and if I saw an ink mark in there that was 
not in this, would enter it then. 



2794. You would compare it with those pass-books there ? — Yes. 

2795. Where is your pass-book? — The customers have it ; it is a pass-book 
between the customer and myself ; I compare that pass-book with my ledger, 
and make this entry into my ledger. 

2796. You mean to swear, in making up those books, you never used a cash- 
book at all ? — 1 did not, ever. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



Eliza Curren, further Examined by Mr. James. 

2797. YOU have been sworn ? — Yes. 

2798. You will recollect that ?— Yes. 

2799. Is this the book which contains the entry ofDrohan’s account ? — Y’es. 

2800. I turn to the date of July 1862 ; here is July the 5th, a noggin ? — A 
noggin of spirits; two glasses. 

2801. I seethe only entry against Drohaii is over the date of the 5 th of July, 
a noggin and two noggins, 9 d. ; it is July the 5 th, 1852 . July 12th, two nog- 
gins of spirits, 6 d. ; is that so ? I am reading it from your book. 21st, a glass of 
spirits, lid.; so that 1 6 i d. are all the entries I see you have as against Drohan 
at tliat date ; is that so ? — I believe so. 

2802. You stated before, and appear to have stated quite con-ectly, that there 
was no entry at all of this amount of the order supplied ? — I did so. 

2803. Yon also pointed out Langley’s account ? — Yes. 

2804. You have not entered, I see, to Langley the porter he had at the elec- 
tion ? — I did not. 

2805. As 
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2805. As you aiv Iji ri', auil llm hc«>ks licrc, I will ask you, is there any book 
or account at all in wliieh you have ciilereil if? — I liavo not. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



Mr. Jiwti’s stilted llijil upon this part nf the ciiso lie considered the case 

coinpk'trd. 



[AiljouriiiMl to To-inorrow, at Eleven o’clock. 



,/<irix, ;U)' die Murlii, 1851. 



MKMHKIIS PIIESIINT. 

Tlio Ui^lit Uon. .Insojiii Nu[>it’r. 1 Cuplaiii Gladstone. 

Till' lIiMuy Hiiiml. Mr. William Pliillip Price. 

Mr. ileiiry .liiim'S Ihiillie. I 

Thk Riiiiir Hon. JOSEPH NAPIER, m the Chatr. 



Thu Counsel imd Parlies were ciilled in. 

Mr. Iluddleslm, \v:i.s licanl to sum ui> the eridcnco on the part of the 
Petitioner. 

Mr. Itou'c was lieard to address tiui Committee on belialf of the Sitting 
Mcniher. 

The eoimuitti'i^-room was cleared. 

After some time the (Amnsel and Parties were again called in. 



John Frauvis Esq., a Member of the House, was called IH) and further 

E.xaniined l>y the Coinniittee, as follows ; 

2806. YOU have already been sworn? — I have. 

2807. Do you know a person of llie name of .Tames Boland ? — I do. 

2808. He ‘was pretty active in eoudnetiiig that election of 1852 ?— He was, 
with many others. 

2805. aware of the payments he made in connexion with that elec~ 

tion r-No, 1 inn not ; 1 am not aware of any payments made, save those for the 
legitimate expenses of the election ; uiul, upon my oatli, none others were repre- 
sented to me. 

2810. Did you hear the evidence about the porter ? — I did. 

2811. Did Vou furnish any money to pay for that porter? — No. 

2812. Did ”yo«. «"Hte tile election, contribute any money, or reimburse 
Boland any money tliat he paid for that porter?— I do not know anything about 
the porter ; I never lieard of it till I heard ol it here. 

2813. Did you iiay for any of the drink, the spirits or porter that was men- 
tioned by the witnesses here as Imving been furnished during the election . 

I never did ; I never hoard of it before. , . . 

2814. You were at the supper at tho Eagle after vour election r— I was. 

2815. Did you pay for that supper ?-I did; and I might tell, tha of hat 
supper I know notliiiff; ...util an born- or an hour and a half after the polling had 
■- ’ it had ceased at one o’clock, or l.alf past one, and from half-past one 



nmil five every mic who had been in tbe courthouse remained out in the yard, 
which is surrounded by railings, and an im.nense crowd, with the police and 
military outside ; when being out there, Mr. Fitzgerald and others came to me, 
™<1 safil, “ As we have the day, we may as well mvUc our friends and it wdl be- 
taken as a compliment, in tfiis way; you have been always at the Duke 



Eliza Cvrrm. 
29 Mm-ch 1854.. 



John F. Maguire, 
Esq., M.P. 

30 Maicli 1854. 
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Devonsliire’s liolel, and have never been at Miss Power’s.” I said, “ Let it he 

so. and invite as many as you like;” and, upon my oath, until that moment I 

purpose was that invitation directed to he given by you?— 
Fo^ nothing under heaven but as so much means of e.vpressiug our trininph as 
tn n nnmbcv ot nersous who came from distant 



sorae Irom Yonghai, some ii-oiii .aw..... 

2817. In the same way that a gentleman would invite Ins friends to Ins 

house ?— Most undoubtedly. _ ,• *1 f .1 • 

0818 Had you any purpose or intention of vemiineraiiiig them tor their 
votes in any way?-i pledge my solemn oath 1 never coiiccivcd the ideii. 
I was at three eleetions in Duiigarvaii, and an idea ul llic kind is revolting to 



™^2™i'o'*Are the Committee then to midorstimd you distinctly to swear tliiit, 
with regard to that porter, and those spirits, you knew uotliing ol thorn, iiml 
furnished no money for tiicm ? — Upon my oatb, I ncvei did. 

2S20. Did you pay the expenses of your election in one sum, or was a state- 
ment of all the disbursements made to you, and dul you allow some ol them, 
and disallow others r— There was never any statciiient made to me. 

2821. What I mean to say is this, you say you dul not know t— I did not pay 
the entire expenses of the election ; it is a fact that one or two persons did con- 
tribute something towards that election. , 

2S22, What I meant to say is this ; liad you a distiiiet knowledge ol all the 
things that were paid for then by Mr. Boland, and reiinhursed by yon, or did 
you ray a slump sum, and might ho have paid for them without your knowing 
it?-^I paid him one lump sum, and I know nothing of the details wliiitmever; 
only I say this, I always gave the most particular directions against giving the 
slightest thing’that would either into.\icate or disturb tlic town. 

2823. You stated that you paid in one sum ; to whom did yon pay that one 
sum? — I paid a great deal; I paid when I was down there, and I sent down 



muuc_y . . . 

2824. Have any bills been presented to you for payment whicn 5'ou nave 
refused?— Not one. No bill was ever presented to me, and I never saw a bill ; 
but there were a great many small claims upon me of various kinds. 

2825. I do not understand that yon paid in one sum, but in separate sums? 
— No bill; though Miss Power was paid with my knowledge ; but tliere were 
certain things, such as for car hire, for the agent’s fee, and for a great many 
minor things that were due ; that I heard were due ; and seat down money for._ 

2826. Then what I mean is this ; it is perfectly possible that in the sum of 
money you may have paid to Mr. Boland, there might liave been a sum for this 
particular thing, only you were not then in particular knowledge of it ? — I had 
no knowledge of it. 

2B27. Did not Mr. Boland send you in the items of his claim?— Never; the 
fact of it was, I was really anxious to get rid of it. I am the editor of a paper 
which is published three times in the \yeek, and therefore the moment one thing 
is done I am obliged to fofget it necessarily, arid my mind is occupied with 
other matters; and the moment we succeeded I thought no more about the 
affair. , • 

2828. Boland was your agent for the payunent of money, and you recognised 
him as your agent for the payment of money ?-^ Not exactly. 

2829. You reimbursed him ; whatever sums he claimcid you reimbul'sed him . 
— Boland contributed a small thing towards the election hiinSelf. 

2830. Any claim he made against you 1— Any claim made generally against 
me, I paid, ^solemnly swear that X did not know a farthing was incurred for 
treating. 

2831. Admitting you did not know for what purpose the money was paid, i> 

the fact that whatever ' sum Boland claimed of you, you reimbursed him r— 
Whateva? sulnS were claimed of me I reimbursed ; the w'hole sum was not largo ; 
it was only abont 1207:, ^nd biit of that nearly 70 1 . were for legal expenses 
alone. There Wa4 car hire \ there was posting ; and there were various other 
things. ’ ' 'O'*.';-* '- I • .. 

2832. Did you hear, or was there any information e-iven to yon, or did yon 

^ know 
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blow of tlio piivft'!’ and this — 1 never tlid ; upon my 

oatli, I never kiivu- aiiylliino- al»mt it. 

2 S 33 . Von stated that I -Jo /. were tlio whole oxpt'.iises of the election? — No, I 
(lid not; for iiishiiuu'. I dishiirsrd niu' iiij>-lit witli my own hands very nearly 
40 ^., for liiv ])m'|)oso of payiii};- what wma' called jiothc.ou boys by some, but who 
were really perr^ons lor watiddiio' the voters in various parts. It was a contested 
election, and ,i;T(‘at ellorls were math' lo take it. I did it with very great 
reluctance; l)iit tluai it was said that men could not he up throe or four nights 
without paying them heavily, ^\’e iiad an iimnensu number of those persons, 
who used to proller their assi>r,anci‘, iuid fonn t.luunselvos into lieads of bodies, 

and I was obliged lo pay. 

Mr. ./o?/a’.v >lated lhal the ( loniinitteo having' decidetl that he could not 
putany (lucslion lo tin* witness except tliroiigii the Committee, and as he 
felt tliat iiis etise lor the entss-exainiiiatiou of tin; witness was one which 
could not he put into the hands (»f the Committee, lie, with great respect 
to th(^ Coimnilli'e, dei'iiiu'il l(t pul any question to the Witness tlivongh the 
Committee. 

The ('lininiuiii iniiinaled that the (biimiitteo thought it right, through 
liim, to say, that the eotirse tliey had heen eompellod to take had arisen from 
the course I 111- parties ilionistdves had taken. The Committee, as a Com- 
mittee of'riie Ihmsc, hatl no ohjeet. in the inve.stigation committed to them 
but to gel. al llu^ Jrulh cd' the ease ; ;md as neither of the parties had called 
Mr. Maguire lo elriir up eevlain points as to treating, the Committee, for 
their own satisl'aetion, had called him themselves; and had called him 
merely to sitisfy llieinselves on ;m iinporlaut jiartof the case. Both parties 
having detdiiieil to call the witness, had waived all their privileges in that 
respeet. But If iheiv wau'e any ipu'Htioiis which It appeared to the learned 
Coiiiiwd muli'i-ial to he put lliroiigli the Committee, any question suggested 
l)y the h^arned (.toimsel, (hat appeared to the Committee to he material, the 
Committee won; (piile ready to pul. to hlr. Mttguire. 

Mr. Jfimv.': that lu; had no fnrtiier obsci-vatioii to offer. 

The (’tomniiltee-room was (deaved. 

After a .sli art time, (ho (kuuisel ami parties wore again called in, and 
mformed that, tlie Committet; had eoinc to tlic following Resolution: 

“ That John Ifninois Maguire, ert(|iiirc, h duly elected a burgess to serve 
in this present. Varliament for the Borough of Dungarvan.” 

Mr. l^oirc. slatoil that he Itad mi application to make with regard to costs, 
whicli 1 k! would make at tlie sitting of the Committee to-morrow. 

[Ad)oimicd to To-morrow, at Eleven o’clock. 



Vc/ieris, MT Se Martii, 1854. 



SIEMUEH8 PRESENT. 



The Right IToi). Joseph Napier. 
The IIoii. Ilemy Bnuid. 

Mr. Henry Janufl Baillie. 



Captain Gl»d 9 toae., .i , 

Mr. V^illiam Philip 



The Rn.iiT Hon. JOSEPH 



Mr. lioK-e .toted that he had totiaigWiiXmed 'the. Comn*^ 
should, nt the sitting of iiie CormnWee t(^day,:huve,»niyphcal,iqn to 
with respect to costs. He Imd since, io consultation with h>s 
taiued that the costs were of so very trivial « character, that * 

cessary to take u|i the time of the Committee m respect of them, and that 
therefore he luul 110 application to make. 

162. p 3 



John F. MnguirCf 
£sq., M. p. 



30 March 1854, 



,31 .March 1854- 
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Mr. Janm stated that he had an application to make to the Committee, 
under the 87th section of the 11 Sc 12 Viet. c. 98. rvh.ch enacted that the 
Committee might report their determination on other matters to The House. 
That application was, that the Committee would resolTc, and state thetr 
Resolution, tliat they had examined the Sitting-Member, without allowing 
the Counsel for the Petitioner an opportunity of crossmxamiiiing or contra- 
dicting the Witness, in order that the opinion of The House might be taken 
thereupon. 

The Chairman intimated Ibat it would be unnecessary for the Committee 
to come to anv such Resolution, because what had taken place would appear 
noon the Jlinutes of the Proceedings of the Committee. And furthermore, 
it did not appear to the Committee that the section of the Act m question 
annlicd to aiivtliing in the course of the proceedings, but to sometliiiig 
arising ultra the case. Both parties had had an opportunity of calling the 
Sittino Member ; they had neither of them availed themselves ol that oppor- 
tunity’ and the Committee, desiring- to liave information upon certain points, 
had themselves called and examined Mr. Maguire. Wliat the Committee 
had felt was that The House, in all these cases, desired that the Committee 
should elicit the whole truth. That the Committee had endeavoured to do, 
and in the exercise of their discretion had called the Sitting- Member 
before them and examined him, after the parties ou both sides had closed 
their case; and at the same time an intimation had been given to the 
Counsel for the Petitioner, that the Committee were willing to put any 
question to Mr. Maguire that Counsel would, through the Committee, sug- 
gest; a course which Mr. James had declined to adopt. If the Committee 
had In any way gone astray, The House itself could take cognizance of the 
matter, and no one would be more anxious than himself and the other 
Members of the Committee to assist in setting tlie matter right. 

The Committee-room was cleared. 



4fter some lime the Counsel and parties were again called in, and 
informed that the Committee had passed the following Resolutions - 

1 . That John Francis Maguire, esq., is duly elected a Burgess to serve 
in this present Parliament for the borough of Dungarvan. 

2. That it was proved to your Committee that a supper given after the 
election of 1852, on the evening of the day of polling, was ordered by the 
ao-euts of Mr. Maguire, previous to the election, and afterwards paid for by 
linn, and of which several of the persons who voted for Mr. Maguire 
partook. 

3 . That it did not appear to the Committee that this supper was given 
for the purpose of corruptly influencing or corruptly rewarding any voter 
or other person. 

4. That previous to aud during the election of 1852 several tierces of 
porter were ordered and paid for by James Boland, and supplied for the use 
of the tenants and voters on different townlands who were the friends and 
supporters of Mr. Maguire, aircl that the said James Boland was the person 
principally intrusted with the payment of the expenses of tlic election on 
behalf of Mr. Maguire. 

5. That the order, payment, and supply of this porter were without the 
knowledge of Mr. Maguire, and neither authorised nor knowingly allowed 
by him. . 

6. Tliat from the proceedings before the Committee, they think it right^to 
draw the attention of The House to the unsatisfactory state of the law with 
regard to the withdrawal of petitionswhicli have been presente<l against Sitting 
Membei’s, and the jurisdiction of the Comm.ittee to inquire into charges of 
bribery and treating at an election previous to that which is directly in issue. 
Itappears that a petition against the election for this borough in 1852 , and 
intended to have been prosecuted, and including, amongst other charges, 
bribery aud treating, was presepted, and afterwards withdrawn, without any 

fraudulent 
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framiuli-nl jtnriKtsc, 1 ml n|iou a |n-ival,(‘ :uTiiiii;(!uic.ut not sanctioned by law. 
Tiic divot ul’ tlii-i <M)in]inmiisr lias Uw.n lo compel tlie Committee in this 
imjiiiry to eul(‘V u|mii a liinilcd anil niisalisfactovy examination of the alle- 
gallons ill die pelition relerrcil lo llicin ; tin- existin'^’ law (as they have 
coiisiih-reil), only eniiMiiio- them (<i iuw’slio'ate ('.havgos of corrupt treating 
at tlie lii’st elei'limi. Imt eompelling them to (‘xcliidc evidence of acts of 
hrihery, as eonlra<!istingiiisln'<l from eornipt treating. It appears to the 
Cominill.ee dial umler ihe special eireumstances, they were Imiiiid to limit 
their impiiry lo eliarges faliiiig williin the 2ii<l Hcction of the 5 Si G Viet, 
c, 102, which is coiiHih'iI to eorriijit Ireating ; and the confusion and con- 
tnulielhm of die dei-isioiis of other eomniittces, as lo the question of agency 
and (ainse([iieut Jiahilil.y of the principal in eases of treating, rendered it 
still more <‘iiiharrassing for llic Committee to deal \vi(;h the evidence in this 
case, when' tlm ell'erl of their (haasioii involves a disahilify during the 
ivnmimlm- of die presriit Parliament. 

7 . It appeari’d lo die Commillee that tlie disaliility created by the 
peculiar language of the 22 d sec.lion of the G & G Viet, was intended to be 
imposed only in llu' ea^'s in which (he candidate by bis own act, his own 
snggi'stion, bis iiilvniiotial allowaime, or iiiieiiuivocal ado[)tion, made himself 
a party, or privy lo ibe aei, of cornipl ti'ealiiig. 



INDEX. 



31. March 1854. 
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T N 1) E X. 



[A'. 5 .— In tliis Index (he yV^Hm Ibllowlng the Names of tlic 'Witnesses refer to the Questions 
oftlic Evidence; and those followiii}' F.v. p, to the Page thereof.] 



ABDlil'iSS 02'' MA 0(' I in'!. Wittiens admits liaving written the address to the 
Dungavvuit clcclurs in iK-,e which ajj^cared in tlie “Cork Examiner,” Maguire 
215<h 

Agents. _ Witin!ss voted for Mr. Mannirc in '2'roJ/ o2-(i4 He denies having taken 

mi active ])iirt In lii.s olcc.tioii ; dhl not solieit voters or accompany any to the poll, ih. 

65, 6 ( 1 . 17^-181. 277. 27H. jpm, ;jo;} lie was never at the Eagle Tavern (Mrs. Power’s 

house) during the clectionK nf iK.yi <j|- ]Sr,;E ib. 77-80- 305-313 Mention of several 

persons scon by witness at M r. I’itzgorald’s house on the night before tlie polling in 1852, 
ih. 117-132. 2u(i, ‘,’07— — ^Vitllcss did not sec Midiaol Troy at the supper at the “ Eagle ” 
in 1852, Power S5R, H511. 

In 1852 witness was suliiricd clerk to Mr. John Biiggo Hearn, solicitor of Dublin and 

a|{0iu for Mr. Maguire at the Dungarvan election of that year, Fitzfjcrald 35G-366 

Ihuploymeid; (irwitiiesH in making out the ncccHsary papers usual at an approaching 
election, ih. 3(17-370 No agenf..H were rcluinod by Mr. Maguire, ib. 675 et seq. 

Sec also Pohaul, Jumes. Committee of Mr. Maguire, Hearn, John Baggc, 



Bahr, Thomnii, (Analysis of iiis I'lvidencc.)— "Was Parliamentary agent for Mr, O’FJahcrty 

in the nctilion iigainsL the return of Mr. Maguire in 1852; 1856-1B58. 1861 Is not 

aware that eiriinsel’s (ipinioti was taken upon the petition, 1 859, i860 Had prepared 

witnesses, ami gone to some expense in order 10 prosecute the pctiiion, when to his sur- 
prise Mr. I'luhcrty gave tlircctions for its willulvawal, 18G2-1873. 

[Second Exaniiinuion.] — Recollects that the opinion of Mr. Meagher was taken upon 
the merits of the petition, 202(!, 2027. 



Bohnd, James. Mr. Maguire was uccompuuicd in his canvass in 1852 by Mr. James 
Boland, 2 Voy po, j)i. 100-104. 1H2— Mr. James Boland seconded Mr. Maguire Jn 
1852 ; he subsKiueutly left Dnngarvan, and was not present at titc_ election of 1853, ib. 

289-292, 341-347 Mr. Boland was often at witness’s house in 1852 doing several 

things to forward Mr. Mngulre’s return, I'ilsgerald 435-44^ Impression that the 

bills generally in 1852 were HOttled by Mr. Boland, ib. C04-C07. 672, 673 Proba- 

bility of a younger sister of witness imving been sent with the bill and orders for the 
porter supplied in 1852 tlirough Mr. A. Drohan, and iiaving delivered them to Mr. James 
Drohan, Curren loKSriKdi. 



Order of the beer supplied lo the “ potiieon boys,” paiBy by B'iizgerald 

2238-2241 Order of Ihc porter for Sir N. Humble’s tenants by Mr, Boland or Mr. 

Bonayne, ib. 2208, 2209. 22GG-2270. 2277. 2315, 231C . 

so-called committee, ih. 2G78 lie was very active on behalf ot witness, Magmre 

2806-2808 lie was one of those who contributed towards the expenses of witness a 

election, ib. 2829 rayment by witness to Mr, Boland of sums disbursed by him; 

authority of the ’lailcr to act for witne.ss considered, ib. 2822-2831. 



several 



, Hesolutiou of the Committee that previous to, and during the election of 1852, acvcio. 
bfcea of porter were ordered and paid for by James Boland, and sopphed forthe use of 

Mr. Maguire’s supporters, Pv. p. 112 And that the said James Boland was the person 

Pnncipally entrusted with the ^yment of Mr. Maguire’s election expenses, zb. 

See also Eagle Tavern. Expenses of Elections, 1 . ireatinz- 

Q 



Books 
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Eepoi-i, continued. 



£ooks and Accounts : 

1. Elisa Curren. 

2 . P. W. Fitzgerald. 

illness from doing so, u«y/i. hnnlcs with her - obiection on her part 

to do so, as containing nothing , • i , nrocured Mrs. Eliza Curren’s books from 

2803-2805. 

2. P. W. Vitzgeredd : 

rand, .rns were ?l,at he would' not produce any books or 

“'Irfdl t a;« red lEe Smittee. il. 645-(i6e— Impressiou ,hat the 

nat.eis ^ f to ihe hire of his house, nor to the. porter supplied by him, 

books CMi ta sucl. impression he luis not produced them (though 

,4. .409-Hl‘h . 460-1469 ti,,™ himself, i4. 1413- 

reo’lTae 14 °0 i4’qtl497 F“f*er examiualion as to the books kept by wduess 

lJ![:e;f.S^^tet'’eli„,fo^.850show.^^ 

toi\hUookrbe°se“dfor)^^ ^0— Particulars “ hav.ugjnsl pro- 

cured Mr. P. W. Fitzgerald’s books from Dungavvan, L nitt 2161-21^2. 

Eenknalion as to witness’s statement that he did not think his books referred to tile 
' * - he nut Ififik over tlR-ni when suimnoned to attend, Filzgetald -i 06, 

‘rA'23 7^— in deuil as to the mmmer in which witness 
ils. hi books ffenmallv, and in which he kept them in the ease of the porter supplied 
diirino' the election of 1852 ; he does not keep any cash hook, ib. 2336 2634 2636. 

0702-0706 Mode of keeping the account with Mr. Lane, brewer, of Cork, for whom 

;?Ls;iL.ent, ib. 2367-2375. ‘^73^-2739— Mode 

in connexion with money received from Mr. Boland or others, ib. -369 238 . 

Bribery Witness was a voter at the election of 1852 ; remerabei;s it w-ell, Kc% 26-31 — 
■®Was'^ill in bed at the lime, ». 32,33—1* u" '^"1'' 

bis sun David, ». 34-38 Mr. Maguire canvassed witness f»‘. ““ sLte, „en° 

day, ii. 41-46 -Michael Troy and others accompanied him, . 4 . 47 - 6 = 

of paitcfthe conversation which ensued about witiiesss vole, j4. 63-8o— ■(«'“'**» 
eviSenceis stopped by a resolution of llie Committee that charges of corrupt trealin, be 
first entered into), Kelly’s Ev. p. 6- 

Reference to two voters said to have been offered 20 L to vote for Mr. O Flaherty, 
Fitzgerald 621. 709-7^5* 

Admissibility of evidence as to charges of bribery at the election of 1850, considered 

bytlieCommillee, E». p. 1, c. 4. 6 Kesolulion that evidence to establish acts 

"'bribery with money” at that election cannot he received, i4, s6, ey. p. 87, °° 
Further resolutions of the Committee with respect to the unsatisfactory state of the law 
as compelling them to exclude evideoce of acts of bribery at the election of loj , 
contra-distinguished from corrupt treating, ib. ii2, 113. 

See also Bunn, James. Christian, Br. 

Bum, James. Request made by Mr. James Bunn, a partisan of Mf- O’f'f *{‘7’ 
the vote of witness’s father in connexion with the payment of a bill for 884 due to 
latter since the election of 1851, Fitzgerald 686-688. 

Burgery Tenants. See Bumble, Sir Nugent {^Tenantry of). 

Byrne, James. (Analysis of bis Evidence.)— (The examination of this witness 
on the ground of his presence during the opening speech and the examination 

witnesses, Ev. p. 50) Portions of the inquiry of which witness is cognizant, 149 

1502. 1510-1523 Explanation as to his presence in the committee-room; 1 

sanctioned by Mr. M‘Nevin. 1503-1.509. 1518. 1524 (The objection to his examina- 

tion admitted by the Committee, Ev. p. 50- 
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C. 

Cuiidiilotes. Wiiiu'ss ^^;lS ior Dminarvau in 185a, 0 ’ 7 'Y«/(criw 

Mr. U(i|iu 'Viis llii- i.iilv i.llliT raniliiliitiMtli™ witness first starlod, ii. irit..! 50, 1 

Mr. lli)|itt rnllMsI, ;,ml s.iiiic lmi|. ulienvaiils Mr. Maijiiirir cami' forward, ii. 1S3') tarij 

Tile liiHi-r liarl pri'vimi.sly pruiiiiscfi to support witness, ill. I53,r;-1539 Political 

|iriiicij'lrs on wliic-li wilm-'S stoml I'or Diiii'^arvnn, ih. 1G71-1G82. 

Uemaik miulc I»v l\lr. Maunitn at. Atlilmu; bofom t,iie ok'ctioii of 185-2, that he would 

nover staml lot Dimuai-vaii .i;;’!iiii, ( )‘ Fhilwrty iGKi-iGijo Particulars as to Mr 

liavm.n <.i>|.nsc(l ui(m-ss at. I lim.-riirvau art- r promisiiur to support him ; dates 
ruspcctivt ly nl llu-ir app.Mimu- ;,s cuii<ti«luk's ; |•l•lil•ellu!lll of Mr. Hope adverted to as 

causing- tiu; uppi.siiitui ,.| Mr. Ma-imv, ih. Similarity to some extent of 

tlio poliiieal ..piinuns i.l Mr. Maamii- ami wtiuess at the lime of the election, ib. 1831- 

la-Urr Ir.mi Mr. Mar.iiirr In witness's brother, [u-evious to the eleclioo, pro- 

raisitifi' !<• assi>t wiine.ss. ilclivetvil in ami read; jmwitnis eommunieation with Mi^ Ma- 
guire on I.be si.l.jeei, ///. I «:! l"i S;i«. iH',3- i-V> .li.vphmittioii relative to this letter 

Mugniri. * 

Canvass 0/ /‘'hrtnrs. Meinion <il .several votf-.rs whom witnc-ss saw canvassing with Mr. 
Maguire in 1K5- and 7 /vn/ 117-71;. 90-104. 159-1G5. 182-185 — -Some days 

before the decimn id iS,72 wi( iies.s went to the lionse of Mr. P. W. Fitzgerald, and 
borrowed thenee a pnnieil list or regiater -if the voters merely to gratify his own curiosity 

ho Hcnt it bae.k the m-.vi d;«y. ib. 10,5-1 1.5. I;J5-150. in 4 -' 99 - 239. 247-260 VVituess 

once met Mr. iMiignire in eaiivassing, ;iml iiecompaniod him, but took no active part 

therein, / 7 *. ifKi-iS i He did not uhtain the register of voters for the sake of 

canvaH-mg, /V;. I7:v-i7(i Mr. Maguire was veiy j>opid;ir in Diingarvaii, and stweral 

pei-sons, vnicrs :md mm-volers, w re with him on tin; occasion when witness met him in 
liis canvass ami an’oinpanied him, ib. 3,51, 3,52. 

M;mlH^r in whieli the eanvuss was enndneted, ami the promises recorded, 

475-481 Mames of perHims who canvassed witli Mr. Mi^juive, ib. 608,609. 

Cur-kin-. ICxpoiisi's <d' witness at the elcc.lioii of 1852, on the score of car-liive, adverted 
to, Mn^uiru 2M3 1. 

Lhapd .l,anc f o/i.rv. Possibility <d’ the Cliapel-Iiuie voters having been supplied with 
porter in 1S52, (nnii wil.iies.s’s lioiisr!, ihongli not entered specially in his books, jFjVz- 
gmiW 25 ;j(> - 25 .|(i. 2 . 57 <i- 2 , 5 H: 3 . 

Christian, Dr. Witness was well aeijiiaiuted with liie late Dr. Christian, voter for Dun- 

garvan, Couu-r 747- 750. H23 Cmivcrsaliou betweoo witness’s .sister and Mr. Dower 

and Mr. Power, on the supper being ordensl at tlie “ Eagle" tavern in 1852, aliont Dr. 

Christiun’s vote, ih. 777-791. 799-806 Explamition as to Dr. Christian having placed 

his vote at witinss’s (lispoHal long before the election, ih. 791-797 Particulars as to 

witness iiuving tolrl him on the judling morning to vote lor Mr. Maguire, ib. 798. 807- 

820. Mention by witncH.s to Dr. Cliristiun <d' the order for the su|)per, j/>. 810.905 

-- — Ib'i.^Kenoe ol‘ ()r. (Jliristiiiu at the supper; ])urt taken by him thereat, Fitzgerald 

580-, 588. fitlM-tiyo ; l*ow>'r H 1 i. 82 1, H22 Stiitenicm to the effect that Dr. Christian 

voted for Mr. Maguire, ami tinif witness wished him to do so, iiulepeiuleiitly of any con- 
siUeratinii uljout tiie .mipper at the “ Ivigie" inn, ib. 895-90,5. 924-937. 

»S'ee al.su iiuglu Tavern, 

«ii])[diml duritig the oioetion of 1852 by witness’s mother, on the oi'ders 
of Mr. Andrew Drolmu, Curren 1003, 1004. 

(colours. Then! were no eolonrs at the dcciion of 1852, Power 8 QQ. 

Committee, of Mr. Mag 7 iire. U.se id' Mr. P. W. Fitzgerald’s house by Mr. Maguire’s party 
tit the ebiction of 1852 ; vvilnesH doe,s not recollect having observed “Maguire’s Com- 

wittee Hoorn ” placarded u|ion it, Troij 262-276 Use of an unoccupied house 

belonging to witness, for the general purposes of Mr. Maguiie’s election, Fitzgerald 

37’“383- Ciritmiisiimco id' seme furniture liaving been placed therein, though not by 

vvitiu!8.s, ih. ;jH4. 35)9-403 Ihiyiiient of 15/. to witness, by Mr. James Boland, for 

about a week’s use’ol' tiie rooms, 385-398. 503-510. 673 The words “Committee 

and “ Vote (bv Maguire,” were not placarded about the house, ii. 404-406 

may have heard the room called a committee-room during the progress of the 
election, -ib. 424-432. 974. 693. 

Names of several supj>urLei'8 of Mr. Maguire, who attended at the committee-rooms, 

^i<2gcru/d 447-494. Mr. Maguire olten came to the committefc-room attended 

^ Mr. Pierce Fitzgerai’d, ib. 465-471 There was no regular committee formed for 

Mr. Maguire’s election, Mr. Hearn having specially instructed to the contrary, ib. 566, 

J62. Q 2 567. 
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■Re|iOrt, \Sii~continued. 



Committee ,l,e „,emorandum book of beer supplied to “those 

567. 674-683. 693 698 y meaning the potheen boys, elsewhere 

in *e committee-house all day a Kfegemid ^0.04-0237. 0637, 

refemd to “ P in witness’s ncconut book of any charge or patient for 

2638. 2,24-2727 ”1 ' L, .,,0 Explanation as to the entry, Mr. Maguire’s 

ihe coramiltee-rooiir. Id. 2377 -379 /jj „ 1,^3 directed that there should be no 
Committee,’’ ® 

“”“-27?.--^^^^^^ "f those comprised in the term, « Maguire s Comin.ttee, ’ 

as adopted by witness, ib. 2674-2682. 



CostPRoniisE {Petition of 1853): 

i. luummt ff^r. Moore, supported hj Mr. Maguire. 
3. Statement of Captain Greene. 



1 , Stateme:nt of Mr- 0 ’ Flaherty : 1 . .. • 1 * 1 , 

• r f rtf ivTr l^fuTuire vefewed to, a.n(l letter in leply tliereto, 

Ime?rt;rsubs=q,ren\lybe.weerrMa 

of one nropusr lou or a wV that Mr. Maguire 

accepted, i583-io4b- 75 ? „ The other proposition 

Srbeeu1;::,?ouS;“^ 4c hy“ apt. Oreenecas a friend of 

witness) and Mr. Moore, ». 1596-1609. 



WUlieSSJ <IUU Xlil. iiisaw.w, — . -ej., cu 

Explanation given by Mr. Moore as to there being no stipulation in the agreemerit (or 
’ ? rtrtoit^ni that Mr Maffuire was not to oppose witness, 0 Ilaherty 1631, 1632. 
X“i 1817— slate^^^^ by Mr. Moore that Mr. Maguire would not stand again 

for Dui?gLan, ib. 1636-1640. 1642-1644. l 8 i 3 - '^1817— Tlie 

^tandiiMT witness would not have entered into the agreement, ib. 1641. 

*• firtn nf Mr Moore on the part of Mr. Maguire was fii'st proposed by witness, ib. 

w^s su<-<-ested by Mr. Moore that the withdrawal of the petition would 
Sto foi-ease the influence of witness with Mr. Maguire’s supporters on some future 
occasion, ib. 1756-1761. 



occasiuu, tt/. * 

When Mr. Moore h-ught the s^coud^^^^^^^^^^ llCrrSed 

;:&itd“^riugfst;.85^ 

the effect that the former agrees to resign his seat at the end I ® ““ e„ i’eo 

consideration of ihe withdrawal of the petition (then) pending '■ 28 ?'“ 

Statement by witness that he is not responsible for the production of this agieemen , 

O' Flaherty, Ev.p.QQe 



2. 5^a^emeHM/il^r.il^oorc,SHppor^ed 5yMr.il/bgwiVc; 

Witness testifies to the signalure of Mr. Maguire 

i.rocluced Moore 1875-1877 Period of witness’s inlerferenee in regaid to the petiuon 

™aS Mf Sgnirrt retVrn in 1852, ih. ,878--Circumstanoes 

iifterfere therein z 5 . Reference to an interview between witness and Mi. O 

in Slich wimess proposed a fresh contest rather than the prosecution of the petition, . 
1893-1895. 



Parliculors as to ihe drawing up by witness and Capt. “jT'iggS- 

agreement signed by Mr. Maguire, and attested by mliiess 

1943 Doubts as to witness having taken the document ^ Mr. 

ib iQ'^8 1Q40-1Q44 Conviction that witness never told Mi. 0 Flan y 

Mag*e would not stand again for Dungarvon; it was expressly ,,e 

shotld stand again, ib. 194S-1650. .999-2®'>4--Rcforenoe .“’.“^^STarSn™- 

agreementforthcwitlidvawalof the petit, on. which contains in > 

nunt, ib. 1951-1954 Pc ™4 °rer which the negmiations about the pet tioii 2 ““^ 

witness was not aware at the time that the witnesses vvere m London, i 5 . iQbS 97 
Document produced termed “ Copy agreement,” the handwriting of which witness 
not believe to be his, ib. 2016-2019. 



■ Sundry portions of Mr. Moore’s evidence referred to, and confirmed, Maguire 2144 

spq. Statement made .by Mr. Moore to witness that Mr. 0 Flaherty ha ^5 

in the imnds of a party as a reason for not at once deciding about tlie agteemci , 
2150,2151. . o . 
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llppnrl,, I 8;'14 — coHlmued. 



Courrito.visi; il’nriTios or continued. 

;5. Stdhmeiil (if Ciiptiiiii (iwiii' : 

Witne.ss iid(ul os Urn IHciid of Mr. O’Flolierty, rvlille Mr. Moore acted for Maguire in 
the matter ol llie iioTeemciit lor the mllulrowal (.F tile petition of iSsa. Greaie aoaS- 

"030 Wiluess li.'ord from Mr. O’Flalierty oil the circumstancea ofthe negoiiation ii 

= 033 -C" 3 h lielei-eiico ui the date of witness’s cimversatious with Mr. O’Flaliertv and 

to the |iersoos |iiv.seot thereat, as siiouiiis; that Mr. Moore may have had previous or soh- 

scqiioiii {'omnuutii*:ilioiis uiUi iiim, i/>. 20^(), 0047. 2052-2066. 2077, 2078. 2005 

Distinct umU-rs(.:u.<liiii; l.liiU Mr. Mn<,niiic wa.s not. to bo prcvciUed by the agreement from 

ug{^nll^>lHc^stnl^-])lltl■,wva1l,77^2I>^)t), 2lou. 2124-212H Conversation between witness 

ami Mr. O’l’lalii i'ty rclalivo t<j a pnrtioii of Mr. Moore’s evidence adverted to, ih. 2101- 

2107. 2110. 2ii|)-2i2i Ojliiiinii tliat the agreement entered into between Mr. 

Maguiic and Mr. O’l'ialicrly was an honmirable one, ih. 2113-2116. 

.SV'i! also (hrk l^h'cthm oj iSh.'i. .DcvonsMrpjJhilieof. Expenses of Elections, 2. 

N’l'iccnsth, Dii/icoJ. Petition of iS5'2. liesignalion of Mr. Maguire. 

Cork Election tf Ififi.-t. (hnnmmiication between witness and Mr. Maguire (through the 
medium of Captain Gri'ciie) about llie latter becoming a candidate for the City of Cork; 

llimwtis ;il't<‘r tlic witlulrawal of the j)Olitiou«r 1R53, O'Flaherty 1647-1658 Circum- 

sumccs conuect'’d with an oiler mmle by Mr. O'l’hdierty to witness, that if Mr. Maguire 
would coiilesl Um.‘ 1-li‘cticm (or tlu! city of Cork instead oftliaL for Dungarvan (as arranged 
upon), he wouhl jmy 5<*" /. towurd.i the expenses; date of this offer, Moore 1&55-1963. 

1()72-H)H4 Witness remembers that Mr. OTIalieity stated his willingness to pay Mr. 

Mtiguire’.s e.vpeim(;s, if lie woiihl coiilfist the Cork election, and that the latter rejected 
tile '.iffer, Orei'iie 2o;jK. 2o.pj-2U4(j. 20(10-2073. 2090-2098. 

■Convjit Pniclii'es. See Priher/. Druhau, Andrew. Eagle Tavern. Humhle, 
Sir A’ligant { Tniaiilry <f). ludiwpphig <f Void's. liesignation of Mr. Magtdre. 
'Trenliu;'. 

Costs. No applicaiioii made by Mr. Maguire’s counsel on the subject of costs, on the 
ground ol’llitur Ix iiig ofu very trivial ohariicter, Ev.p. 111. 



Ctin'cn, EUzn. (Analysis oflier Ivvideruu'.) — Transacts the business of a tavern, kept by 

her uioIIku’, near Dimgiirvan, ()38-<)4i Is acquainted with Andrew Drohan, black- 

finiith, 942, 943 ((soil to see him at the tavern or else at the coal-shop (also kept by 

witness’s mother) ev<*ry day at the lime ofthe election of 1852; 943-952 There wasa 

running account between witness’s motiier imd Droiian, each owing the other some money, 

052-954. 1027 - io;)(i Drnhiui gave orders for drink to be supplied by witness’s mother, 

but witness thinks it was alter tliu election, 954-957. 1274-1278 A bill was madeout 

for him, the date of which witness cannot recollect, 957-961 Impression that the 

amoutiLof the bill wa.s lo/.or 12/.'; 9G2-973. 980-982. 1167-1171 J 3 elief that spirits, 

porter, and coals were all included in the bill, 974-987. 1001, 1002. 

Witness Ciuiuot say wlicthcr jicmons had spirits or porier to drink which was charged 

to Mr. Droluiii, 98H-1000 Cireumstuiice of the porter having been sent from the 

house in ticrcefi, and dratik elscwliero; witness cannot say where it wem to, or upon 
wlio.'?e orders it was taken away, 989. 991. 1005-1015. 1049-1061 Coals were sup- 

plied during the (.'loctimi by wilncss’s moiher on the orders of Mr. Drohan, 1003, 1004 

Tho bill for 1 0 1. or 1 2 /. wins made out from Mr. Drolian’s orders, but the items were 

not outorod in ilii: Imoks, as tiicy usmdiy are in the running account, 1015-1048 

Witness keeps books, but was not summoned to jiroduce them, 1016-1018. 



Witness docs not know who delivered the orders of Mr. Drohan for the porter, &c., 
1051, 1052 Nor cun she make any siatcmcnt as to the number of the orders, 1062- 

• 1073 The orders were atiaclied to the bill, and sent away with it, but witness cannot 

Btjile positively to whom they were sent, 1077-1087. 1124,1125 — —Probability of a 
younger sister' of witness having been sent with (he bill and orders, and having delivered 
them to Mr. Juiiu's Boland, 1088-1106. 

Summons of witness to aticnd the Committee produced, 1107-1110, and Eo.p. 39 - 

Witness appears in lieu of licr motlior, who was summoned to aitend, but is prevented 

by illness from doing ao, 11 ii-niS Examination as to a notification made to wnness 

•by Mr. M'Novin, that she was to bring her books with lier; objection on her part to do 
so, as containing' nothing relative to the matter under consideration, 1119-1150. 1107. 

Neither the goods suinilied on the orders nor the amount paid were entered in the 
books; on ordiiiarv occasions, al! items supplied to Mr. Drohan are so entered, 1 12b- 

1136. 1153-1156. 11G4, 1175-1178 Witness’s motlier received payment fur the bilJ, 

and handed the unumut to witness, who cannot say by wiiom the money was paid, 1157- 

nC6. 1172-1174. I'i04-)408 Nor can she tell how soon after the election ihe money 

'vas paid, 1 181-1 i8(i. 1238-1239 She did not see Mr. James Boland nor Mr. 

Bonayno ut her mother’s bouse during the election, 1187-1198. 

Witness cannot say whetlier any spirits were sent from the house 
or whether she liersclf supplied any at the bar, winch were charged ior m the bill, 1199- 

• 162. (i 3 
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Report, 1854 — continued. 



Curren Blita. (Analysis of her Evidence)— 

,„aq Other ev.dei.ee in detail of a negative character. 1004 « Hctiry 

Lan’lev, voter, gave an oi'der at the electi.... to,’ a t.c'ce of porter, », ,.cl, was .ocln.led .n 
llie saoie accomh as Mr. Drohan’s orders ; partrculars relative thereto, 1 244-1047. 1 258. 

noS-lSSS -Witness ...ade oat the hill by her mother s d.rection, 1263-1266 111 

Sting oat the bill, she addressed it either to Mr. Drohnn or Mr. Magu.re, bat cannot 
swear to which, 1368-1394- 

rSecond Esan,ination.]-Eefe,ence to the books (jnst procured fro... Dungarvan), 
si, Swing that there is no etiUy in July 1852 of porter supphed to Aod,-ew Drohan, 2179 
2183. 

rlhird Examination.] -Furiher reference to the books, to the effect that there are only 

a ttw tviflino- entries to Drohan in July 1852, and those were f->r spirits, 2797-2802 

There are no entries in any of the hooks, of porter supplied to Langley, 2803-2805. 

D. 

j)aR;el, . A person named Daniel took away some porter from witness’s house in 

185a’; lie was not a voter, Fitzgerald 2481-2490. 

DemnsUre, Duke of. Witness admits having mentioned to Mr. Moore the name of Lord 
Bcsboroiioh, and having said that he must consult the Duke of Devonshire before 
withdrawing the petition of 1852 against Mr. Maguire, O Flaherty 176b. 1775, 

1844. 

Do«i«’ John Assistance rendered by John Dower, brewer, on behalf of Mr. Maguire’s 
return m 1852, Fitzgerald 455-4o!i- See also Eccgle Tavern. 

Dovle Thomas. Mention of Thomas Doyle and John Sheehan as able probably to state 
whe’thev any of Mr. Maguire’s voters partook of the porter supphed by witness in 1852, 
Fitzgerald 534-5^1- 7'27-73t Probable address of Doyle, i&. 1430-H55- 

Drohan, Andreio. Nature of the assistance rendered by Andrew Drohan, a blacksmith, on 
behalf of Mr. Masuire’s return in 1852, Fitzgerald 459-4^4- 629-642. C99-708 — ~ 
WitiiPss used ti> s^e Drohan at the tavern, or else at the coal shop (kept by witness s 

mother) every day at the time of the election of 1852, Curren 943-952 There was a 

running aL-eouni between witness’s mother and Drohan, each owing tlie other some money, 

ih. 952-954. 1027-1036 Drohan gave orders for drink to be supplied by witness’s 

motlier, but v.itness thinks it was after the election, ib. 954-957* 1274-1278 A bill 

was made out for him, the date of which witness cannot recollect, ib. 957-961 

Impression that the amount of the bill was 10/. or 962-973.980-982.1167-1171 

-Belief that spirits, porter, and coals were all included in the bill, ib. 974-987* looij 

1002 . 

Witness cannot say whether persons had spirits or porter to drink which was charged 
to Drohan, Curren 988-1000 The bill for 10 1. or 12/. was made out from Mr. Dro- 

han’s orders, but the items were not entered in the books, as they usually are in the 

niunine account, ii. 1015-1048 Witness does not know who delivered the orders of 

Mr. Drohan for the porter, &c., ib. 1051, 1052 Nor can she make any statement as to 

the number of the orders, ib. 1062-1073 ^The orders were attached to the bill, and 

sent away with it, but witness cannot state positively to wliom they were sent, ib. 1077- 
1087. 1124, 1125. 

Neiihev the goods supplied on the oniers nor the amount paid were entered in the 
books ; on ordinary occasions, all items supplied to Mr. Drohan are so entered, Curren 

1128-1136. 1153-1156. 1164. 1175-1178 Witness’s mother received payment for the 

bill, and handed the amount to witness, who cannot say by whom the money was paid, 

ii5.^_n66. 1172-1174. 1395-1408 Witness cannot tell how soon after the election 

the niouey was paid, 1181-1186, 1238, 1239 Other evidence of a negative cha- 

racier relative to the orders ant! the bill for the same, 8ic., ib. 1 199 et serj. In. making 

out the bill at her mother’s tlirection, witness addressed it either to Mr. Drolian or Mr. 

Maguire, but cannot swear to which, 1253-1256. 1368-1394 Reference to the 

books (just procured from Dungarvan), showing that there is no entry in July 1852 of 
porter supplied to Andrew Drohan; there are a few trifling entries for spirits, ib. 2179- 
2183. 2797-2802. 

See also Coals. Langley, Henry. 



E. 

Fogle Tavern. Particulars as to a supper on the evening of the election of 1852 at the 

Eagle Tavern ; names of some of those present, Fitzgerald 548-603. 662-667 

Witness does not know who ordered or paid for the supper, ih. 553? 554* 572~574 

Mr. Maguire presided at the supper, which was simply to celebrate his return after the 
strong opposition he had encountered, ih. 575-577* 612-620. 671. 
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Eaiilf 7f/i'«r»--ruiniiim'(l. 

Thv sii|,|in- imivi.i.vl liy vvitnrss's sislin- al. l,|i„ orili-r«l I™ M,. n j 

Pntndi I’mvc.r ..ii ill.' mi.nmu; i|,,. 

_ .|>iii'li.'„li,i'.a.u.. M,l,H,.,|,„'i,tly .Inu'i, ii|,VD?oSdP'’i * 

i. HI ii.'i.'iisi.'.'il 1 .. I«' Ii.iiii („r iisii|,|,ci' for Uiirty |,i:i'M„s, a. yyc, Uo- 1 — 1 
1 1 ,,'rc non. iil.oiil. 111! V |,ois.,i,o |,r.'„.i,l, ; i„u„„.s iJu-i,,, a, 8-J+-827 8s8-88i 

\\’il„oss'a oi.slor ivos |,;,i,l l„r iln- »ii,,|„.,. ,„o oU-ctim, l,y Mr. Roi.ayiie „'„d 

Ml. Ilohiml, / «»,■, .8^ I .iriial ,,| u,,. snppor in tlii .simpo „f receipt 

s /. ,;ivoi. I.„ ^ ,1 II 11, ..a .s Malor I,y Mr. I.'.iiiihort .lacks, in, on accinml of ller subscripti™ 
to Ml. ■ li'k""' ■' "''"N'di'-H lb,' ■ < ...rk I'.yamiiior ; lliia rcocipl, ilnlccl 3 Aujiist 1851, 
Iiroiliioo.l, ,/,. b:i h,| . S,|8...S',... .( m.,„„si,a„cc „r i|„, |,||| p,,,. p|a, |,avk,g come 

m en/ M.si,'.„l ,,l Ml/,, a. ooiiiil .,| Mr. I'll./ooralil Imviiig, after ilic polling was over, 
or.lcio.l 11 lor a lai'.'.'r iiiimb.'r lliaii was al. Ills,, craili.mplatoil, ii. 842-847— Wilii.'ss 
■/ w* *r ‘ted 5 ivslridion ius to the class of persons present, 

-.M!, Any persons iiaviiig drink, &e., except at the sapper, 
were oliliL-ed lo pa\ lor il. //n Sll..', -S^l . ^ 

Wiliio.a. pav,' 111 ,' Slipper al il„. Hapl,, „ii|i„ui, u,c rcuiote.st idea of rciiiiiiicratiiiy bis 
sllppnrtris 111! ndiy, .1/o/porf '.‘H | ,|-2S i H. '■ 

Unsi.liiii.ni .d lhrt'.nuunti.v tlial (he supper ui the Eagle, uftor the election of 185a 
was nutgivdi or die |.urp..se.,| eomiplly mfluencing orcomiptly rewarding aiw voievor 
other prison, /-.r. /». 1 1 .i. ® ■ 

.S'lr also ( 'kristuut, lh\ Jirt'lixiniy Lutiihcri. 



.I’j/n-lioii of tS.<2. 'I'he re’.nll <d die eleetioii which took place on 14 July was u muj.n'iiy of 

Heveii I" lev nil- ol ,\Ir. Mag.mus ()' Flaherty I.--, .10, i,r,4i Circunistuncos uiulor which 

I»1i. Mtiui'e siili.^i (jiii-iil !v (iild wjlins.s (hat he had n<> eliuneo of silting for Dnii''aiviin, 

even il Mr. Ma 'miv were ninealed, i.h. I7‘id-i7;j;{- Sirong feeling at tlic cicelion 

nelween i\lr. Maguire and uilness, and l-lieir respee.tivc supiioricrs, ih. 1 74‘2-i747. 

Slatemeiii hy die < 'onimil.K-e (lint nothing has appeiiml to blond tlio eleciioii of 1852 
withthatof IS.,-, ;i, -,i. 

•SVc.-dso ('(iiii/hfii/fx. i'tiiniiromi.'H'. lifiK\n.ic-s of .likclioiis, 1. Petition of 1853. 

Kxuinhail iiiii of \\'!./itesxrs. 'I'he examination of James Byrno objected to on iho ground of 
Ins pK'seiice ilnriiig lie* npeiiiiig speech and the e.xiiniination of the witnes.ses, JEv.p. ,50 

l*oitioii>i of (lie rni[niry of which wiUmss is cognizimt, .7h/riie 1498-1502. 1510-1523 

; r'lXpImiation us lo his presence in die oommittcc-room ; it was sanctioned by Mr. 

M'Neviii, ih. i,'’)0;}-i r,np. i,5iH-i5‘2,|. Tlio objection to Byrne’s examination adniiltcd 

by die. ( Vnmiittei', Fv. j>. 51 Under the iinpix’ssiou tliat Byrne’s evidence vvonld not 

he rec|iiircd, wiinns.s (old iiim dial, lie iiirglit hoar the evidence of die other witnesses, 
M‘Nm)in 

(h-nsK-ex(uniiia,(ion id' Mr. Maguire decided tigainst by the Committee, Ev.p. 85. ill 
— -'I’hi' eonrsc iiiiiH lidcen udvorted lo liy counsel, and considered and exjilained bv the 
Comniittoo, ih. 111,112. 



ExpENNIIN O/'' FUiCTlONS : 

J. .1‘Uv.vJiou of I8.')U. 

U. iVtoj/o«.s- J'Ueclmts. 



I . IClvction of I8.'i3 : 

Conviction lliai Mr. ()’l.’liihcny’s expenses in 1852 were greater than Mr. Maguire’s, 
ntzfriru/d 73,1 -Witness consiilei-s that Ids cxpciidilurc at die election was not large, 
O'Pliiherty 173H, 1731). 

Wi(.uess niiidf no pnyiiionts, except for the legiiimate purposes of the election, Maguire 

2Sey No dH.ailed statement of (,he expenses was given to him, ii. 2820 Sundry 

pel-sons eontril.uiied rmv.irds the expenses, ih. 2821 Mode in which witness disbursed 

money tor thechuui.s iigiiiiist liim; imy claim raiuie by Mr. Boland or others was satished, 
but vviiiiout any knowl(<lge iliut (he aauic comprised treating, as witness had specially 

interdicted it, fh. 2S22-2H32 The actual expenses were about 120 i., ii. 2831 Tnis, 

however, is exclusive o( aimut 40/. paid of necessity by witness to (he “potheen boys” ib. 

-^ 33 - 



2 . Freoionii .EIvcUons : 

llclcrenec to a liill for HH /. due to witness’s father since the election of 1851 ; not a 

penny of it luiH hnen paid, Fitzgerald 492-494. 504-506 Circumstances under which 

witness agreed to pay some cioction exponsos of Mr. Maguire incun-ed previous to 1852, 

O'Flaherty Kir,(,-i i7()o-i8o4. 2134 Impression as to this otfer having been 

mado by iVJr. O’b'iaiusrtyj Vj'rM/je 2043, 2044. 2048-2061 These expenses, however, 

were never paid, us tiio alrroonumt with Mr. Maguire about resigning his seat was not 
162. ^ Q4 carried 
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Report, \%^i^~-continued. 



Expenses of Elections— continued. 

2. Previous JJZecIions— continued. — - j • i i+ p 

r^,T', j ^ Q.^a ifliA iRa 6 •n‘^fi-2n7- Reference made m a letter of 

th!%acfe.ecUo„ expenses, «. .S39-.84.. 

'’Kxp.Lionse,s«,.etet.e.^^^^^^ 

back election expenses at all, /Bogune -‘o e ,yj Maimire, Maore 1974, 

t'subjeXas made .0 witn=ess by Me. Moote, 

"^Z!ToBllZ%mes. Car-Lire. Hodaeit, Mr. Ugal Erapenses of Ekctioa. 
Treating. 



F. 



silidio 'of Dabli^SfetaSt Circnmstance under tvliich Mr. Hearn was appointed 

Scling aaent (to Mr Maguire about a week before the election of . 850 ; 36”-366-- 
Emi)lovment°of witness in inaking out the necessary papers usual at an approaehiii 

election 367-070 Use of an unoccupied lioose belonging to witness for the geneial 

pmpre; of Mr! Maguire’s election, 37.-383— Circumstance of *07 <“™' “Jb 
LeJplaced therein, though not by witness, 384. 399-403 — ’o'- to witness 
by Mr. James Boland for about a week’s use of the rooms, 385-398. 503-o>0. 673. 

The words “ Committee Room" and “ Vote for Maguire,” were not placarded nbo.it the 

house 404-406 Mr. Hearn was constantly there conducting the business of the 

election'' aty-aie. 442, 423 Mr. Pierce Fitigerald ol Cork also attended on behalf 

nf Mv Maffuire 4.1V421. 433 ’Witness may have heard the room called a comimitee- 

l^^dS lheFOg^ei ef" 424-432.674. 693— Mr. Boland was often 

.here doiiio seyefal tilings to forward Mr. Maguire’s retlira, 435-446 Names of 

several oth« supporters of Mr. Maguire who attended at the comm.ttee-roo^ 447 

464. 479 Nature of the assistance rendered by Andrew Dvohan, a blacksmith, 459 

464.639-642.699-708. _ 

Ml- Mnsuire often came to the committee-room, attended by Mr. Pierce Fitzgerald, 
465-471— -Witness does not recollect having seen Michael Troy there, and knows 
nothino- about his having taken away a regisier of the voters, 472-474. 482, 403 
Mann°r in which the canvass was conducted, and the promises recoided, 475'4oi; - 

SuDolv bv witness of about 15 1 . worth of porter, which was paid for by Mr. Bolana, 
486-512— Reference to a bill for 88/. due to witness's father since the eleittion ot 
1851 ; not a penny ofit has been paid, 492-494. 504-506. 

Evidence to the effect that the porter was consumed by the “potheen bo;!^, | and not 
so far as witness observed) by electors, 5'3-539- 621-638. 732, 733— 

none of the voters stopped at the house all night, 522-532 Mention of John bheehan 

and Thomas Doyle as able to state more positively whether the voters paitook ot tne 
porter, as either one or the other gave witness an account of the quantity consumed, 534- 

541. 727-731 Witness kept no books or accounts, 546, .547 Particulars as to a 

supper on the evening of the election at the Eagle Tavern ; names of some of those present, 
548-603. 662-667 Witness does not know who ordered or paid for the supper, 553, 



654- 572-574- , . , rr 1 • 

There was no regular committee formed for Mr. Maguire’s election, Mr. Fleam having 
siieciiilly instructed to the contrary, 566, 567. 674-683. 693-698 Mr. Maguire pre- 

sided at ihe supper at the Eagle, which was simply to celebrate his return after me 

strong opposition he had encountered, 575-577. 612-620. 671 Refermice to Dr. 

Christian as having taken some part at the supper, 580-588. 668-670— —Preseni^ at 
the supper of Mr. Lambert Jackson, reporter on Mr. Maguire's paper, the Cork 
Examiner,” .589-595. 

Impression that the hills generally, in 1852, were settled by Mr. Boland, 604-607. 

672, 673 Persons who canvassed with Mr. Maguire, 608, 609- Mr. Mahoney pio- 

posed and Mr.B'dand seconded him, 610, 6n Popularity of Mr. Maguire, though 

opposed by the Duke of Devonshire and the priests, 615-620 Employment of many 

“potheen boys” and others to prevent Mr. Maguire’s voters being kidnapped ; special 
reterence to iwo voters said to have been offered 20 1 . to vote for Mr. O’Flaheriy, 021- 
627.709-719. 

Explanation as to witness having told Mr. Holmes (agent for the petitioner) that he 
would not produce any books or papers till he appeared before the committee, whereas 

he docs not possess any books or papers at all, 645-652 Witness was summoned o 

attend the commutee through Mr. M’Nevin, solicitor, of Dublin, 653-657—^ — RemarK. 
made by Mr. M’Nevin, on serving witness with the' notice, about payment of his expenses 
in accordance with his evidence, 658-661, 720, 721. 

’ » / > / Statement 
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Ucpori, 1 8;'54 — continued. 



Fitz'^crohl , /^utricle Il> 7 .s 7 /. (Aniilysis ol'his Jwidcncc) — coniiiuiecl. 

StiiLcmi'Ut U. Um' cIlrH. (hut no in-rsoiis wore insln.ctcd lo act as committee-men or 

rcluMU'd as a^riils lor Mr. Mamiiiv, (j 8 ()-( 5 i)o Occasional instructions given 

by witness to in-nvi'iil. voters Imn^ taken away by the other side, 685, 686. 602^ 

RcqiH'si inuiit! by a jmviissiii ot Mr. O’l'lalicrty about the vote of witness’s father in 

cmuicxiuu with the payment, of the bill of H8/., 68G-688 Reference to Mrs. Eliza 

Ciirren (about to lie examnu'.l) as st.ayin«r in the same bouse williwitness; (witness is 
instructed by llu: Comimilee iioMo counminiculo his ovitlcnce to her), 722-726. 73'’, 
78 ^' — Coiivictioit (bai Mr. OTialieity’s election expenses were g'reater than Mr! 
Mii^uirc’s, \Vtiiu‘s> docs not know whether Mr. Hearn was paid, 735, 736. 



|Soooml_ Kxaminaiion. |— -Imi)res>ioii that witness’s books eoulaiii nothing relative to 

tlic hire of Ills bouse, imr to the ])orttU‘ supplied by him, 1409-1412. 1460-1469 

IJiulor sueb iijipreHsion lie bus nut imidiiced them (iliougli summoned lo do so), but can 

at <mc:c scud for tbein, or i;o for t.liem biin.sdf, i.fijj-Kp’o. 1456-1459. 1495-1497 

Mention of tin; iiddress <il‘ Shcclimi, liefon* referred to as one of the persons who may 

have madu moinor.'uuiimis uIhiiiI the porim-, 1421-1429 Probable address of Doyle, 

the oilier person who may be jiblc to speak upon (be .subject, 1430-1455 Examina- 

tion as 10 tlie books kc]it by wifim.ss at tlic lime of the election of 1852, showing how 
tin- infonuatioii may tie tlerived iherclVom us to the consumers of the porter, 1460-1494 
— (Ordered by the (bmimiiiee that the books be sent lor, it'w. p. 50.) 



[Third .Examination. ] • -Was not u v<itcr in 1852 ; 2184 Reference to a book (just 

pnicurett iVoni Diingurvaii) wherein memorandums by witness relative to the election 

appear; evidenct! llineon, 2185 ctso/. Belief before expressed by witness adverted 

to, that nothing relevant tti tin: et(.’d.ii.m was contained tiicvein, 2186, 2187. 2716-2723 
Alteration in llu: dale of an entry of porter lo Sir Nugent Humble’s tenants con- 
sidered ; the <lau: was eorrected by witness at the time (13 July 1852); 2188-2192. 

2626, 2627. 2()()8-27u.i Quantity and cost of the porter supplied to these tenants or 

voU’rs, who w<Tc about liirty m number, 2i<)3-2i()7. 2200-2203. 

Activi* sup)mrl, rcndereil to Mr. Maguire at the election by Sir N. Humble considered 
in connexion with the sup|)ort of lii.s lenauts, wlio always vote with him, 2204-2207. 

2584.-2(110. 2f)H(i-2(i}):| Order of (be porter for his teiiuuis by Mr. Boland and Mr. 

Roiiayiie, 2208, 22nt( (hieiimstuuce of its having been fetched for them in a car from 

witness's bouse, 2210-222;} Entry in the inenioraiHium-book of beer supplied to 

“those in the eoniniillee-lu/ust! all dtiy and night,” meaning the potheen boys before 
rcferrorl to, us employed to inovimt tumpcriiig with voters, 2224-2237. 2637, 2638. 

272.1.-2727 Onler of this supply partly by Mr. Boland, 2238-2241- Entry on 

14 July oi' porter taken IVoiii llie lioucc (0 llio Knock CiUtamore tenants of Sir N. Humble 

eousidcreil, 22.1.2-2265. 2();}i)-2li4i Order of this porter and of other lots by Mr. 

Roiiayiie or Mr. Bulaud, 22(i(i-227o. 2277. 2315, 2316. 

Entry volalivo to porter siiiipliod to Sir N. numblc’s t-iarrangearoa tenants, three in 

number; names of (,!m.-e, who voted for Mr. Maguire, 2271-2284 Names of the 

Knock (hitiamorc tciunits who also voted Ibr Mr. Maguire, 2284-2290 Also of the 

Kiluiimian teimni.s; purtur Knp))liod to these, 2291-2304 -Supply of porter (taken 

away in a car) to the Kilmsb tcimnis of the Murejuis of Waterford, 2308-2317 Also 

to liie lUirgery tmmnl.s of Sir N. Humble, two in niimbej’, 2318-2325 Calculation 

showing that aiiiicss csiimnies ilm cost of all the porter supplied at about 15^.; 2326- 



‘•^ 334 - 

Exmninutioii in deiail us (0 the manner in whicli witne»s keep, 9 his books generally, 
and in which ho kept iIumh in the case of the porter supplied during the election; he 

does not keep imy enuh-book, 2336 et se<j. 2634-2636. 2732-2796 Non-entry in the 

book of any ditirge or payiiumt for the eommittee-roora, 2377-2379 Reference to an 

account with 1-ldward ln)lcy, 2380-2384. 2526-2535. 

Evidence as to the ordw’B for porter entered by witness to Sir N. Humbles tenants; 

how far they may have been given ^r his servants, 2394 et seq. Verbal order given 

by Mr. Romiynu lor porter for the boys or servants on the Knock Cattamore estate, 

2406—2415. 2427-2429. 2448, 0449 impre.-sion that this order is wrongly entered m 

the book to tho teimntH, 2408-2411. 2437-2447 Inability of witness to state the 

names of the parties wlio fetched the porter from liis liouse; belief that they were sei^ 
vants of the tenants, 2453-2490. 2C49, 2650— Return of the empty barrels adverted 
10,2491-2493. . . , 

Possibility of Patrick Maloney, of Lisfitman, having had halt a tierce of porter from 
■witness’s bouse at the elociion, though there is no entry of liie same m the books, 2494- 

2522. 2547-2553. 2566 -2569 PoBsibiliiy of other half tierces having being sent out, 

though not entered, 2523-2525 Possiliility of Thomas Morrissay having had hsifa 

tierce for tiicCliapel-lanc tenants, 2630 - 2646 - 256 i- 256 a' 2576-2583 ^ThomasWhelaii, 

carrier, mioht also have lio,d half a tierce, though not entered, 2554-266i—-i>umpet 

of half barrels drank on lliU premises, 2561-2565 Witness does not recollect having 

given half a tierce to David Hickey, butcher, 2570-2574. 



162. 
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Fit=-’e,-ali, Pntrick Welsh. (Analysis of his Evidence)-co»iiM«f. 

■0i..cums.a„ce of M,. Howell, masisl.ate, I'-ing headed 
Marquis «f Waterford’s voters to ^ J jj,. j,, j5„„_ 

a class of Sir N. Hinnble s voter-, "-Oo aooc i. m,-. Maguire's Committee,” in 

gorvan, '-*‘‘-^617 jireded tlia^’ there should be no committee, and 

lime of ihe (lav it was letclieci, -02b-_ 33- - o ^ f,«,« 

entries on 14 July were all given after the polling was ovei, 2b47, -64 • 

Reference to a deputation from Sir N. Humble to Mr. Magrmre at Cork, brfore the 
electfon Sf l8a-v members of the same, e(>60-«-(i54- oeM-cOyo^-- Names of several 
nersons referred to in the examination of witness, who might now be found at Diingai tan, 
fo^rem7---h°smes of some of those comprised in the tenu " Maguire » Comimttee 

;r»5r,rwed hv w m-ss -firn-eese The committee had notliing t,i do tyitli the county 

“ieS "68i»6So-- Witness did not come to London on the last petilio.,, 2095-0697 
nation ’as to his statement, that he did not ihnik lits books referred to tlie 
present mqiiiry; he did not look over them when summoned to attend, 2715-2723. 
2740. 

FHtserald. Pierce. Mr. Pierce Fitzgerald, of Cork, attended at witness's house on behalf 
o/mp. Maguire’s election in 1852, P. W. Fitzgerald 4\3-42i. 

staved at the Fagle during the eleciion, Power 872 .\Vitiiess did not see Mi. Boland 

orllr.Ronayne with hint there, t&. 873-880 Mr. Fitzgerald had no private room, 

ib. 88i-8gi Mr, Maguire came to see him on one occasion, jo. 092. 

Fitzsimon, Christopher. (Analysis of his Evidence.)— Clerk of the Crown and Hauaperm 

Ireland, 8 Produces the poll-book for the Bungarvan elections of 1852 and 1853, 

pariiculars relative thereto, 9-23. 

Foley, Edward. Reference te an account of witness with Edward Foley for porter m 
1852, Fitzgerald 2526-2535. 



Garrangearea Tenants. See Humble, Sir Nugent {Tenantry of). 



Greene, Captain John, M.P. (Analysis of his Evidence.)— Acted as the friend of Mr. 
O’Fiaherty, while Mr. Moore acted for Maguire, in the matter of the agreement tor tlie 

withdrawal of the petition of 1852; 2028-2032 Heard from Mr. O’Flahevty all the 

circumstances of the negotiation, 2033-2036 Does not recollect having beard trom 

him that i,oooi., or any specific sum, had been offered to Mr. Maguire to resmn Uis seat 

for Duugarvan, 2037-2040.2043- 2050, 2051. 2074-2076. 2iio-2ii2 Remembers 

that Mr. O’Flaherty stated his willingness to pay Mr. Manure’s expenses it he wouia 
contest ilie Cork election, and that the latter rejected the offer, 2038. 2043-2049. 2060- 

2073.2090-2098 Believes that something was also said, on another occasion, about 

the payment of Mr. Maguire’s back election expenses for Dungarvan, 2043, 2044. 2040. 
2061. 



Reference to the date of witness’s conversation with Mr. O’Flaherty, and to the persons 
present thereat, as showing that Mr. Moore may have had previous or subsequent com- 
munications with him, 2046, 2047. 2052-2066. 2077, 2078. 2095 Possibility of the 

Duke of Newcastle having been named by Mr. O’Fiaherty, though never as a person to 
be consulted about withdrawing the petition, 2079-2089. 2122, 2123 Distinct under- 

standing that Mr. Maguire was not to be prevented by the agreement from again 

teslino- Dungarvan, 2099, 2100. 2124-2128 Conversation between witness and Mr. 

O’Flalerty relative to a portion of Mr. Moore’s evidence, adverted 10, 2101-2107. ^iio. 

2119-2121 Opinion that the agreement entered into between Mr. Maguire and Mr. 

O’ Flaherty was an honourable one, 211 3-21 16. 



Bearn, John Bagge. Mr. J. B. Hearn was solicitor for Mr. Maguire at the election of 

1852, Tro]/ 105, 106. 322-326 Authority of witness for stating that Mr. Bagge Hearn 

was conducting agent for Mr. M^uire ; he never saw him doing anything for the latter, 
ib. 325. 328-332^^^^ — Circumstance under which Mr. Hearn was appointed conducting 
agent for Mr. Maguire about a week before the election of 1852, Fitzgerald 362-366 

Mr. Hearn was constantly at witness’s house conducting the business of the election, 

4^.407-412. 422, 423 Witness does not know whether Mr. Hearn was paid, ib. 



736. 736. 



JHichey, 
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HidiCii, Jliiiiiil. Witiu'ss linos mil voi'oliocl liaviiig given hall' a lierce of porler in iSw to 
David llickay, hiilclii'r, i'ifziivrnld 

Bodiii-tf, Mr. Pndiability id' Mr, UodiK'tt tiaviiij: Hn<i'<*-estcd in 1^52 that witness should 
nay former cli-dion c•x^)^•us(•s uf Mr. Ma-iiiiro, ou ihy laitcrnot contesiinff the boroueh 
b’/'V«//.r/// 17 !);{-iSi.a. ^ u Mu^^n, 

/ 7 o/wiw, 7 V/fi»?//x Kiio.r. (Analysis of Ids V.viilenco,)— Has had a communication from the 
j)iil«! ul‘ Ninvciisllc, Ids ivadinos.s to lUtond as a witness, 2138, 2139. (His 

Grace’s cviilenc'- noi. (a.nsulcrrd in'iicssary hy the Committee.) 

Ilojic, < mi-iims(:im-i‘ uf‘ Air. Ilnpo Iiavin*;' boen at one time a candidate at the election 

ol' 38, -,o, O ' '•);>:? His snhst<in('ut reliveinout adverted to as leaclino- to 

tliii caiiilitlali-sliiii o( Mr. iMaji’idri', ih. lyoS-iycf). ° 

Howc.ll, Mr. 'rill* vdUTs ( vvliu sM|i|ioi i.t‘d Mr. Mujruiic) of Sir Nuffcnt Humble and of the 
Mari|ids nl Waimlunl, with lunuiml to the poll in i85‘>, by Mr. Howell, madstrate, 

Jlimbh-, Sir UcCi-rm.iM' to si (Ie|mUition from Sir N. Humble to Mr. Maguire, at 

Cork, iieldtii Mm i-Urlion of iS/,u ; inembLTS of the same, 2652-2654, 2668- 

2()7<;. 

Himlilr, Sir Nui’rnt {Trnniiliy oj), Alteration in the date of an entry of porter to Sir 
Nugent Ihnnble’s tenants eonsiilereil ; the dale was corrected by witness at the time 

(i3.hily 1852). /-/>2:gm/W 2 iHH- 21()2. 2626, 2627. 2698-2704 Quantity and cost of 

the porter .siip[ilird to Mn-se teniinls or voleis, wlu) were about forty in number, ih. 2193- 
2197. 2200-220;; Ac.tivi- support reiitlmji! to Mr. Msiguire at the election by Sir N. 
llmnble, eonsidered in connexion with the support of bis tenants, who always vole wiih 

him, ib. 22<).i-‘.!2o7. H.j-2(iin. 2(fHfi-2(l()3 Circuinsunicc of the potter having been 

fele.lmd in a esir from witness's limiso, ih. U2iu-2223. 

l.i!ntrv on i.[. .Inly of porter (iiken I’lom llm house to tlie Knock Cattamore tenants of 

Sir N. I ! II ml lie, cons i<|i •red, l'U.z>i,vralil 2242-22(15. 2()p9-2(j4i Entry relative to porter 

.supplied to Sir N. 1 1 nuililc’s ( uimiiigfiircu leinints, three in number; names of these, 

who voted for Mr. M agiiire, ib. 227 1-22S4. Names of the Knock Cattnmore tenants 

who iiIko votcil for Mr. Maguire, ih. 22S4-2290 Names of the Kilmiiinan tenants 

who Voted fur Mr. Maguire; portiT Hiip])iied 10 these, -iV/. 2291-2304 Supply of porter 

to iluj Biirgery lenrinls ol' Sir N. llmnhle, two in number, ib. 2318-2325. 

Kviileuoe as lo the orders (or porter entered by witness to Sir N. Humble’s tenants; 

how far thi'y may liave been given for Ids servants, l''itzgcrald et seq. Verbal 

order given liy Mr. Ifonayno I'oi’ porter Ibr the hoys or servonts on ihe Knock Catiamore 

estate, ih. 2.| <111-24 15. 2427-2429. 24.18, 2449 Impression that this order is wrongly 

entered in ilie hook Ut the. temiuts, ib. 2408-2411. 2437-2447 Inability of witness to 

state. tlu5 naiiK's of the parties who fetcliwl the porter from his house; belief that they 

were servunts of the te.nanis, ih. 2453-2490. 2C49-2650 Return of the empty barrels 

adverted t<j, Ih. 2491-2493 Wiliieas cannot be positive where the porter fetched from 

his lnni.se wna drunk, nor ( Ik* lime of day when it was fetched away, ib. 2628-2633. 2651 
R(;Hjicclubiiity Jis u tdnss of Sir N. Himiblu’s tenants, ib. 2602-2605, 

S'ct’ Jikso lioliriiil, Junuis, 



I. 

Income Tax Commimoner. The office of Income Tax Commissioner for Irelcind was con- 
lerred on witness witlioni solicitation ; date of the appoiiUmeni, O'Flaherty 1777-1?32.. 
1818-1822. 

J. 

Jachon, Lamhert. Reference to the presence at the supper at the Eagle Tavern in i852» 
of Mr. Lmubert .lackson, rc])orter on Mr. Maguire’s paper, the “Cork Examiner, 
Fitzgerald 589-595. See also Eagle Tavern. 



^elly, Jeremiah. (Anulvsis of Ids Evidence.)— Boot and shoe maker at Dungarvan, 24, 25 

Was a voter ut tlic election of 1852 ; remembers it well, 26-31— —V as ill m bed at 

Ibe time, 32, 33 Is acquainted with John Wall, publican, and his son David 34-38 

Mr. Maguire canvassed witness for his vole on the pollmg day, 41-46 Michael 

Troy and oll.Jrs accompanied him, 47 - 6 => P”" which ensued about 

witness’s vote 53-Co. (Witness’s evidence is stopped by a resolution of the ConniiUtee,. 
that charges of corrupt treating be first entered into, Ev. p. 5 *) 

iC2. R 2 Kidnapping 
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Kiduamim of Voters. Employmeut of many " potheen boys, and others, to prevent Mr, 
ffSs TOters being kfdnappe.l ; special reference to two voters sa.ci to have beer. 
SeTeoI. tovote lor Mr. b'Flaherty, Filsgerald 601-607. 709-7t£l--Oce.,s,onal 
instructions given by witness to prevent voters being taken away by the othei side, ib. 
885, 686. 692. 

Kilmirman Tenmts. See H«,nhk, Sir Nugent t,Temi„tnj of). 



Kilrush Tenants. Supply 
Marquis of Waterford ; 

Knock Cattamore Tenants. 



of porter (taken away in a car) to the Kilrush tenants of the 
this was supplied by witness in 1852, J’itsgeraW 2308-231 7. 

See Ihimhle, Sir Nugent {Tenantry of). 



Lanshu Henry. Mr. Henry Langley, voter, gave an order at witness s house, at the election 
of 1&2. for a tierce of porter, which was included in the same account as Mr. Drohan’s 
orders: particulars relative thereto, Curren 1244-1247. i2.'i8. 1308-1 358 There are 
no entries in any of witness’s books of porter supplied 10 Langley, ib. 2803-2805. 



Legal Expensesofthe Election of 1852. Tliese amounted to nearly 70L, Maguire 2S31. 

List of Voters. Reference to a list or register of voters taken by witness from Mr. E. W. 

Fitz^aerald’s house before the election of 1852, Troy 105 eC seq. ;^rhe list was scarcely 

legible, from marks having been placed against the voters’ names, ib. 248, 249. 

See also Canvass of Electors. 



M. 

. (Analysis ot his Evidence.)— Told James Byrne that he might liear the 

evidence 01 the witnesses, under the impression that his evidence would not be required, 
1625 - 

MNevin, Mr. Witness was summoned to attend the Committee through Mr. M'Nevin, 
solicitor, of Dublin, Fitzgerald 653-657 Reriiarks made by Mr. M'Nevin about pay- 

ment of witness’s expenses in accordance with his evidence, ib. 658-661 . 720, 721. 

Maguire, John Francis, u.-p. (Analysis of his Evidence.) — Reference to Mr. Moore’s 
fitaiemeut that Mr. O’Flaherty had offered, in April 1853, to pay witness i,ooo/., if he 

would resign Dungarvan, 2140-2143 Solemn conviction of witness that the said offer 

was communicated to him by Mr. Moore, 2144. 2146 Indignant reply made by witness, 

who considered it a gross insult, 2144. 2146 The date of this commmiicaiion was a 

night or two before the agreement of 12 April 1853 for the withdrawal of Mr. O’Fla- 
heriy’s petition, 2145, 2146. 

Refusal of witness to entertain any money offer from Mr. O’Flalievty about back elec- 
tion expenses, or under auy other form, 2148-2150 Declaration made by witness, at 

the election of 1852, that he was entirely in the hands of his constituents, 2148 

Statement by Mr. Moore to witness that Mr. O’Flnherty had said he was in the 

hands of a party, as a reason for not at once deciding about the agi'eement, 2150, 2151 

Non-inemion by Mr. Moore of the Duke of Newcastle as one of tiie party named 

by Mr. O’Flaherty, 2151, 2152 Explanation relative to a letter dated .“ Wednesday,” 

written by witness to Mr. Antliony O’Flaheriy, about assisting the return of Mr. Edmund 

O’Flaherty, 2153-2158 Witness admits having written the address to the Dungarvan 

electors which appeared in the “ Cork Examiner,” 2159. 

[Second Examination.] — Mr. James Boland was very active at the election on behalf of 

witness, 2806-2808 Witness never paid him or any one else any monev for porter or 

spirits supplied at the election, and never heard till now that porter was supplied, 2809- 
2813. 2819— — He made no payments except for the legitimate purposes of the election, 

2809 He gave the supper at the Eagle without tlie remotest i(Ua of remunerating 

bis supporters thereby, 2814-2818. 

Nodetiiilecl statement of the election expenses was given to witness, 2820- — —Sundry 

persons contributed towards the expenses, 2821 Mode in which witness disbursed 

money for the claims against him ; any claim made by Mr. Buluiid or Qvhers was satisfied, 
but withoui any knowledge that the same comprised treating, as witness had specially 

interdicied it, 2822-2832 The actual expenses were only about T 26 ^., 2831 -;This, 

however, is exclusive of about 40L, paid of necessity by witness to the potheen boys,” 

2833. 

(Non-cross-examination of this witness adverted to and considered, Ev. p. ill, 112.) 

Maguire, Mr. Rtsolution of the Committee that John Francis Maguire is duly elected to 
serve in the present' Parliament for ilie borough nf Diiugarvan, Ev. p. 111, 112 — ^ — 
Further resolutions to the' effect ilmi he was not cognizant of any treating that took place 
at the election of 1852, ift. 112. 

MaJiony, 
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mornj, |»'ni.(.s<'() Mr. Miig»ire a(. the election of i8r,o . he wi, 

Hol at M>-. iMl/gu-iihls Imuse, ImH, lU'comi.iniiod Mr. Maguire on his canvass 2)11 
293-301. ’ j 

Uahnaj, Piilrirk. Poi-silolily of l’iiliiok IMiil.muy/of 1 ifinuM, liavin.. Iiad lialfa tierce of 

prter Inmi vriliics.s s iso ol, llic oloolioii oClHfl.i, tlioiigli there is mi entry of the same 

in ivitiiCS,SH limiks, c.|(|i -c.jCC. .25.17-.2553. .>5(i(i-2,rj{)9. 



il/iieiv, fu'oi'gi’ //'VI17/. M . 1'. 
Testifies to tin- sigiialure 

1875- 1H77 f’niml uf 

Mugiiir<‘’s 11‘iiini iu iH.y.! : 

ih. Omo taki'ii hy wih 

the eoiitciitK u( til 



(Analyses of his IwiiU-iu-e.)— Member for Mayo, 1874 

il Mr. Mngiiiiv. ami hiinsc'lCto a certain document produced, 
iitu'SH> iiKeili'ivmx' 111 rcoard to the petition against Mr. 
iSyK^ — -('||•^•mllsllllu•es under which lie did interfere therei- 
<s, u!(cr lie had hi’ca aski ' 
r wliicli 



, , ,, , h) interfere, not (0 learn any of 

the eontentH u( the peliiimi. .d wliieli he could only com'lmlo that it comprised the usual 
allegaliuim and recnumniltons of pelilions .eeuerall'v, 1871) et m/. ip^i. ■ •Reference to 
an interview hetuven wihns.s and Mr. O’l’Itihcrl.y, in wliicli witness proposed a fresh 



, , , .1 — . proposed i 

contest raiiier than (he piuH>euiion ol Uui petition. iHpu-iapr; CircmUance under 

which Mr. Maguire meiihimed (u witness ilnu he was iUVuid of his election on the ground 
(d dis(|na!iliculion, ai d fiml s». he wus in favour of a compromise of tlie petition iSoir 
1924, ipti.-,. icj’jH • 

Particulars as to the drawing up he nliiie.ss and Captain Crreene of the document or 

agrceinc.itf. signed iiy Mr. Magnm; and atlcsUnl by witness, lyah, 1937. 1938-1943 

Jdouhts as to witness having t-.km the dneiniiciit ready signed to Mr. O’FlaliertvT 1938. 

Cimvic'iioi! (Inil wiinesn never fold Mr. OTlaherty that Mr. Mci^uire 

would not stand signin for Diingunmi; it wus c.Kprpssly agreed iipou that he slmuld 

staiid aguin, nefereiicc to and’ perusal of the agreement for 

the withdrawal of tlu- petit ion, wliieli coninins in itself the whole arrangement, 1951-1954 

Cireniiislatices eoniieetcil with mi uHer made by Mr. O’Flalicriy ’to witness, that if 

Mr. Mngu:r<‘ would conii'st the election for the City of Cork instead of that for Diingar- 
van, as iirrmiged npon, lie would pay towards ins c.vpcnscs ; dale of this offer, 

Period over whicli the negoiiatious uhoiil the petition extended; witness was not 

aware at tlie lime flint tlie witm-Nses ivore in London, l9(*3-i<)7i Not a word was 

said by Mr. ( Vl'I-aherly ahoiit paying the haek election exjicnses of Mr. Maguire, 1974, 
— “—Ui'fti.sal of Mr. ( i’J’iiiherty to accept any iiropo.sitiau about the petition 
till lie Imd eousnllcd his liieiids or party, referring' fipecially to tlie Dul»e.s of Devonshire 

and Newcastle, 1985. i})i)7, i})f)8 Ihxriicuhu'H aa to Iiie having offered in conversation 

with witness to give i,uuo/. il' Mr. Maguire would immediately resign his seat; date 
of thi.s odor, whicli was indignmilly rejected, 19H5-1987. 1994-199C. 2005-20:5. 2020- 

2025 Ignormum of wilnesK of the conicnts of the present petition, 1992, 1993 

Document jirodnccd, icmui<l “ Co]iy Agreement,” the handwriting of which witness 
does not boUevo to be his, ‘ioifi-yoit). 

Morimiit/, Thomas. Ihissihiliiy of Thomas Morrissay linving had half a tierce of porter In 
1852 (or the Chapei-lutitj umtuits, tliougii not entered in witness’s books, Fitzgerald 
254^- '^ 5 r>i“‘-i 55 :L 



N. 

'^o.ylor, James liic.hard. (AniilyHiH of his Evidence.) — Attends from the Crown-office, 1 

Produces the writ ami retiirii for the borough of Dungarvan for 1852 ; also the writ 

and (‘(■turn for tH53; ‘Into iu each cuhc, 2,3. 5,(1 The person named in each return is 

John Francis Maguire, .{. 7. 

^^casllc, Duke. of. Witness denies having said to Mr. Moore that he must consult the 
Duke of Nowcasilo before accepting a pro|)osiiion for the withdrawal of fhe petition of 
O' Flaherty 17(18-1774. 1842-1845- — Witness, liowever, did consult the Duke of 

Newcastle; re]>fy <jf the luUer, ?o. 1770, 1771 Refusal of Mr. O’Flaherty to accept 

any proposition about the petition till ho had consulted liis friends or party, referring 
specially to the Dukes of Devonshire and Newcastle, 3 Ioore 1985. J 997 > ^ 99 ®' — Non- 
iiienlion by Mr. Moore to witness of the Duke of Newcastle as one of ihe party named 

hy Mr. O’Fltthftriy, Maguire 2151, 2152 Possibility of the Duke of Newcastle having 

been named by Mr. O’Fialierty to witness, though never as a person to be consulted 
shout withdrawing the petition, Greoun 2079-2089. 2122, 2,123. 

Witness has had u communicoiioii from the Duke of Newcastle expressing his readiness 

to attend as a witness, Holmes 2138, 2139 (His Grace’s evidence not considered 

necessary by the Coiuiiuitoe, p. 85.) 

O . 

O’Flaherty, lidmwid. (Analysis of liia Evidence.)— Was candidate for Dangaivan 185a; 

1526-1.528 Mr. Hope was the only other candidate when witness first started, 1529- 

1533 Mr flopo retired, mid some time afterwards Mr. Maguire came forward, i 6 p 3 > 

■534- The liiUer hud previously promised to support witness, 1535-1639 
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amakerty. EMund. (Analysis f of eleven in favon, of 

wri 6 ^— dL^ on vvl, id. witness subsequently determined to petition 

assist Si.n Maguire's ret.,.-.,, .64^-156^ and several of his friends not to 

Inducemen.s Iteld Moo,-e referred to, .S5e-t664 

piesent the petition, 1551-1683 lu.™;,.. oersonally ; refusal thereof, 1557-1561 

Inducements held °ii I • fg Kefasal also of other overtures made to 

Dateofpresenliiigthe pelitio^ the petition and of 

witness on helialt “f “ "-“"i® f™"' “ 

“I’a'f “SJ® ed*^o and\tter in reply thereto, slating the circumstances under 

;S\.tSrw:^l IdJ of ’the petition t this was after it had 

been presented, jjoore and witness when, after the rejec- 

IntervK ws siibse(^iiemi) netiiioii a second proposition was finally 

accepled, 1583-1646. 1708 “ ^ 11 g,, oilier proposition liad been 

retire al the end f 8= ' ? a™ed iS bfcapl.in Greene (ns a friend of witness) 
mdX Moorr i59G-l6o9---M struck before the second inter- 

:"ew ifin-ie^.^lts lies. i 633 -i 635 --f‘"'“^“ 

ready tube produced on the petition, i6i6-ifiio- _ 

General remarks made by witness to Mr. Mooie upon the nier. s ol the PC'ibon ; ob_^ 
ii.r Ml- MnnrA tlieit Witness could not gel tlie seat, iniy io-y* ‘77 
vaiion by Mi. Mooie ij stipulntiim in the agreement (or 

Explanalioii E'''>\8y “n Mooie ,s to^ » ^g ^g 

second P'°P“'™") *at».Magu m Ma-uire would not stand again for Dnn- 

7 i;.t‘ 8 X 78 ; 7767 -“ 84 ^’s. 3 ^ 

would not have eiueied into tlie agreement, 1641. ’.ai 5 -i»» 7 - 
Communieatien hctween witness and M“gui|;c (• nongh 

L some eleclion 'expenses of Mr. Magmre incurred P/'™“ " 66^ 

i^^er .0^ ..r 

JJoiigarvan again, 1682-1690. . , 

Pai-ticul'irs as to Mr. Maguire having opposed witness at Duiigaivan, afier proinising 
l„"hi.7; It respectively of^liSl- appearing - - 

Hope ailiertfd to, as causing llie opposition of Ml. Maguiie, 69 ^tin., for Dun- 
slames under which Mr. Moore told witness that he had no chaiite of sitting to Dun 

naivan teS-Ias PoBsihilily of wi.ness’s qualification having been disputed ,f he 

Sad beinretnrueA t734-l737—-Opiiiio.i tliat his expenditure at the election was nrt 
cimsidtaWe 738 Oircoiiistance of wiiiiess having petitioned against Ml. 

Magnirel quali^^^^ — Strong feeling at the election between Mr. Maguiie 

and witness and their respective supporters, 1742-1747* 

The negoliatioii of Mr. Moore, on tlie part of Mr. jpguire, was first , 7 iti 7 

nAn-i7(;:; It was suggested by Mr. Moore ihat the withdrasval of the petition 

woaid fend to“urease the inflwnce of litiiess with Mm M‘g“8-e's supporters on som^ 

future occasion, 1756-1761. When Mr. Moore brought the dentes liS 

said that he must consult “ a party” before accepting d, 1762-1767 admits 

said ihat he must consult the Duke of Newcastle 176^1774. ‘®+r 77 TIid that he 
having mentioned 10 Mr. Moore tlie name ol Lord Besborough and ^FU'g ““ “ 

must“consnlt the Duke of Devonsl.ite, 1768. 1755 , 1776. 1844 He did consult the 

Duke of Newcastle ; reply of the latter, 1770, 1771. _ • u i- 

The office of income-tax commissioner fur ^ 

solicitation ; date of the appointment, i777'-i78^- 1818-1822 

offered Mr. Moore to give 1,000/. for the iromedtate resignatton of Mr. ^aguite s y , 
nor is he cognizant or any such offer on his behalf, 1783 1810 The omy g , . 
this i-eport is, that witness consented to pay the back election expenses before relertea 

1790-1804 These were never paid, as the agreement with Mr. Maguire w 

lied out, 1808-1810, 1846. 

Reference to two letters dated respectively 9 and 11 August ^® 53 > ^ ^ 
to Mr. Maguire, reminding him of his agreement to resign his -,nd 

1823-1828 Similarity, to some extent, of the political opinions of Mr. Maguue a 

witness at ihe time of tile election, 1831-1833 -Lellcr from Mr. Magure to mine 

brother, previous to the election, promising to assist witness, delivered m and » J 

vious comomnication with Mr. Maguire on the subject, 1834-1838. io53“ „ 

Reference in Mr. Maguire’s letter to the offer of witness to pay the back election ®*r. A 
1839-1841-^Mention of several witnesses in attendauce in London on the peti 
1853; 1847-1852. Document 
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■Report, 1854—coiitimied. 



Power, Mary. (Analysis of her Evidence)— i • , 

JLiSTi-sT s J-852 Circmnstnnce of the bill for the supper having come to 

Jisia^of itX S account of Mr. Fitzgerald havin. after the polling was over 
ordered it for a larger number than was at first contemplated, 842-847. 

Witness is not aware how the guests were invited ; restriclion as to the class of pei^ons 
, IVr hV- 8fio 012-C110 Any persons having dnnk, 8cc., except at the 

Spe" ’S oiifgedto pt'fc tW&v ks. 894--Mr. PiP- Pitzgprdd wa. 

sta\^iiio' at the Eagle, 872 Witness ditl not see Mr. Eplapd 01 Ml. i^nayne ruth 

mS here 873-88?— Mr. FiUgeraW had no private room, 88.-801— Mr Magu.re 

olme o see htaon one occasion, 892 Statement to iheelfeot that Dr. Chnstlan voted 

fc. Mr. Maguire, and that wilness wished him to do so, independently of any cons.Jora- 
tiou about the supper at the Eagle 11111,895-905. 924-937. 

Pratt Heimi Seymour. (.Analysis of liis Evidence.)— Messeiiger of Uio House of Commons, 

0160 Particulars as to liis having just procured Mr. P. W. Fuzgeiald s books from 

iunoarvan, 2161-2172 Also lliose of Mrs. Elisa Curren, 2173-2178. 



Q. 

Qaaliteaticm of Candidates. Possibility of witness’s qualification having been disputed if 
he bad been returned. O’ f/a/ierty 1734-1 737 Circumstance of witness having peti- 
tioned against Mr. Maguire’s qualificalion, ill. 1740, 1741 Circumstance under which 

Mr. Maguire mentioned 10 witness ihat he was afraid of his election on the gi'0”"d of 
disqualification, and that so he was in favour of a compromise ol the petition, Moore 
189s. 1924,1925. 1928-1933. 



R. 

liesigmUioii 0/ Mr. Magmn-e. Witness positively denies having oflfered Mr. Moore, in 1853, 
to give 1,000 t. for the immediate resignation of Mr. Maguire’s seat ; he is not cognizaiit 

of any such offer on his behalf, O'Fldierly 1783-1810. 2120 The_ only ground 

report is that witness consented conditionally to pay the back election expenses ot Mr, 

Maguire, ih. 1790-1804 Belief that the conversations witii Mr. Moore did not take 

place in the hearing of otlier parlies, ih. 2131-2133 'Wilness does not recollect 

heard from Mr. O’Flaherty that 1,000 I, or any specific sum, had been offered to Mr. 
Maguire to resign his seat for Dungarvan, Greene 2037-2040. 2043. 2050,2051. 2074- 
2076. 2110-2112. 

Paviiculsrs as to Mr. O’Flalierty having offeretl in conversation with witness to give 
1,000 1. if Mr. Maguire would immediately resign his seat ; date of this offer, which was 
indignantly rejecied, Moore 2985-1987. 2933-1996. 2005-20)5. 2020-2025— 
conviction of witness that the said offer was communicated to him by Mr. Moore, 

M/iginVe 2144. 2146 Indignant reply made by witness, who considered it a gross 

insult, ih. The date of this communication was a night or two before the agreement ot 

12 April ] 853 for the withdrawal of Mr. O’Flaherty’s petition, ib. 2145, 2146. 

Refusal of witness to entertain any money offer whatsoever from Mr. O’Flaherty, 

Maguire 2148-2150 Declaration made by witness at ibe eleciion of 1852, that be was 

entirely in the bands of his constituents, ib, 2148. 

See also Compromise. 

Resolutions of iJte Committee. Prior to the evidence, j). 1 Subsequenily thereto, p- 112, 

113- 

Ronayne, Mr. Order of ihe porter fur Sir Nugent Humble’s tenants, by Mr. Ronayne or 

Mr. Boland, Fitzgerald 2208, 2209. 2266-2270. 2277. 2315, 2316 'Verbal order 

given by Mr. Ronayne on one occasion, ih. 2406-2415. 2427-2429. 2448, 2449 Mr. 

Konayue is now at Diingarvan, and could be produced as a wilness, ih, 2655, 2656. 2665- 

. 2667 He was one oT Mr. Maguire’s so-called committee, ih. 2679. 

5ee also Eagle Tavern. 

S. 

Sheehan, John. Memionjif John Sheehan and Thomas Doyle as able, probably, to state 
whether Mr. Maguire’s voters partook of the porter (supplied by witness in 1 852), as 
either one or the other gave him an account of the quantity consumed, Fitzgerald 534" 
541. 727-731 — ^Address of Sheehan, t&. 1421-1429. 
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lU'poi'l, iSi)^~continuc(l. 



Treafiii". I’iirti<-iil:irs uh lo winil, puHseil iit Mr. Fii/gcraltl’s house wliilst witness was there 

on the hH’.-ir tlu: cl.r ium ..f i 7W)7/ i_(|()-238. 279-288 -Witness went in 

uvire willi enniH! iiici'tnis nitliniil any spitciiic object, furilter than curiosity about the 

(‘hctioii, ; 7 v. i()<)-2o.p 227 -2;)i. 27[)-2Srj lie never saw Mr. Maguire there, ib. 205 

Some (»i Uio.se pn-.simt. wei'i! (iriiikiiig pcjrter, but witness docs not remember haviiiif 

scon any porter <m tlm ib. 212-222. 23.). aRfj Part only of the bouse was 

oceupii'd by Mr. l'n/.i;i;ral(l as u sLoia?, l/i. 2(il. 324-327. 349, 350. 

Siipi'ly Ijy witm.Ks of about 1.^ /. worth o(' porter, wliich was paid for by Mr. Boland, 

.|H()-f,i2- b'vnlrm’c to ilm di’cct that the porter was consumed by the 

" po'ihoen boys,” and not (so I'ar as witness observed) by electors, ib. 513-539. 621-638. 

73 -j T.V.\ < Ipinion tlmt none of the voiers stoppod at the house all night, ib. 522-532 

Caleiilation sliowin-;- that witness estiinatcs the cost of all llic porter su])piiecl at 

iihmil 15 t/>. 232(i--233.} I’os.riliility of some liall-tiorces having been sent out by 

witness in 1S52, ilmiigli not. eiiin-ed, ib. 2523-2525 Number of half-barrels drank on 

the pretnises, ib. 2.5(11-2565 Tin? orders relbrring to four enlrifs on 14 July, were all 

given after tin: (jylling was over, ib. 2(147, 2648. 

Circumstanoe of the )>orUT supplied hy witness’s mother in 185a, having been sent 
froiu the Iiouse of witness’s niotlior in tierces, and drank elsewhere; witness cannot say 
where it went to, or lijmii whoso orders it was taken away, C’rtrmr 989. 991. 1005-1015. 
1049-10(11. 

Witness never paid Mr. . 1 . Boland or any one else any money for porter or spirits sup- 
plied at tile flection, and never heard till now that porter was supplied,. Maguire 2809- 

2813. 2819 Special inlerdiethm of Ireuting by witness ; he did not know at the time 

tiiat afarihing was expended therein, ib. 2822. 2826-2B30. 

lloHolutioii of the Coinmitti'o that James Bnland ordered and paid for several tierces 
of porter sujiplied lo Mr. Maguire’s supporters (iiiiing the election of 1852, Ev.p. 112 

Furtlier resolution ilial. the order, supply, and payment of ihis porter were without 

the knowledge or authority of Mr. Maguire, ib. 

Sec also /iolund, Jintm-. Booh and Accounfs. Chajiel-lane Voters. Christian, 

X)r. CommltUr. of Mr. IMaguire. .Daniel, . Doyle, Thomas. 

J)rohan, Andrew. ' Eagle Tavern. llamhle, Sir Nugent (Tenantry of). 
KUrusk Tenants. lAnigley, UeiiTy. Maloney, Patrick. Morrissay, 

Thomas. Sheehan, John. 



Troy, Michael. (Analysis of Iris Fividencp.)— Carpenter and builder at Dungarvan, 61 

Voted for Mi. M.-ignire in 1852; (i2-(i4 .Denies having tiiken an active part in his 

election ; did not solicit voters or ncconipany any to the poll, 65, 66. 177-181. 277, 278. 

302, 303 M.cm,ioii of several voters wlioin witness saw canvassing with Mr. Maguire, 

ill 1852 mid 1853 ; 67-7(1. 90-104. 159-165. 182-185 Witness was never at the Eagle 

Tavern (Dlrs. Powoi’s house) during tiie cloctions of 1852 or 1853 > 77 “® 9 ‘ 305 ~ 3 ^ 3 * 

Some (lays before tho elcoiion of 1852, witness went to the bouse of Mr. P. W. Fitz- 
gerald and borrowed thence a printed list or register of the voters merely to gratify his 
own curiosity; ho sent it back the next (lay, io 5 “ii 5 * i 36 ~^oO* ^ 94 “^ 99 * ® 39 * 

247-260 ^'Mr. Fitzgerald was clerk to Mr.Baggc ilearn, solicitor for Mr. Maguire, 

105, 10(1. 322-326 — -Witness look the list off a table without asking for it, 114, 115. 
^37-143. 240-242 There was no one (iruseut, u6. 136. 210. 

Mention of Severn I persons seen by witness at Mr. Fitzgerald’s IiouRe on the night 

before the polling, 1 17-132. 20(1, 207 Wiuiess once met Mr. Maguire in caressing, 

and accouitianicd him, but took no active part therein, 148-158. 16^181- He does 

not recollect where ho went alter tlic canvass, 170-172. 186-193 He did not obtain 

the register of voters for t he sake of canvassing them, 173-170. 

Particulars as lo vvliat passed al Mr. Filrgerald’s bouse whilsl witness was there on 
tho nicljt before the clectimi of 185a ; igs-as^. e79-s88— Witness went “ wi* 
some electors without any specific object further than curiosity about the election, 199- 

a04. aao-eot, nc.cr saw Mr. Maguire lliere, 205 Some of those 

present were drinking porter, but witness does not remember having seen any norter on 

llie table, ata-aan. ani. a86^ Part only of the house was occupied by Mr Fitegeraid 

as a store, aG 1 . 334- w. 340 . 360 Use of the house by Mr. Maguire s party ; witness 

does not reoolliet baving observed "Maguire’s Ooinmittee-room placarded upon it, 

262-276. 

, Witness was not St Mr. Fitagerald’s on tire polling ^ay p i “S?, 

Mr. James Boland seconded Mr. Maguire ; he subsequently left Dungatvan, and wm not 
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Report, cont inued. 

Trmi Michael (Analysis of his Evideiice) — continued. 

.1 \ i8ro • 280-202. <141-347 Mr. Michael Mahoney proposed 

present at the election of ^ ljj?s\ouge but accompanied Mr. Maguire in iiis 

Mr.Maguire; hejv^ no Hearn was con- 

SS alenX Mr. MaguirF; he never saw him doing anything for Mr. Maguire, 325. 
f;f,Ti“MrMa"uire was very popular m Dungarvair, and several persons, voters 
an^non%.olers! were wia him on tie occasion when witness met hnn .n h.s canvass, and 
accompanied him, 333”340- 36^» 35^' 



W/, Mn. John Wall accompanied Mr. Maguire in canvassing in 1853, Tmy 98-104. 
183, 184 He assisted in Mr. Maguire s retarn, riteyeraM 451-464. 

wr 7 mi..™. Thomas Whelan carrier, mielit have had half a tierce of porter from 

’’^Sss* 850, .LTh tlm lame is not e’nterld in the books, FiUyeraU U564-^56l. 

WitUrmal of PeUliom. Eesolations of the Committee with respect to the unsalislactoiy 
state of law relative thereto, as contained in the ‘''I ® 

Ev. p. 112, 113. See also Compromise (Petition oj 185 Z). 

WUnmis. Names of several persons referred to in the examination of witness who might 
now be found at Dungaivan, Fitzgerald 2655-2664. 

Writ md mum. Witness produces llie writ and return for the borough of ^ 

185a, also the writ and return for 1853; date in each case, Nayltrr 1. 3. 5-6 Uie per 
son named in each return is John Francis Maguire, ib. 4. 7* 
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II 1' \ (; A liV A N H LH OTI ON. 



JM’/rUHN (<i ;m Onlrr nl (lu‘ I ioimiinililo 'I'lio Himao of (lonimiimi. 
eluted '.III July IHi'j'l for, 

A COPY “of ll>0 SllOKTUAND-WlUTKKs’ NoTKS of iho DECISION of the 
Ski.eot Committee tm tli<' Duncarvan Election Petition, pronounced 
by tlt(' CiiA niMAN ; wilh n furtluT Sj.aUnm'ut ofllcasons Kul)se(|ucntly added, 
on the Parties iieiiiij: made aeiiiiuinteil l>y the. (!iiaiiiman with the Sixth 
Resouitkin'." 



DliCISlON pnincmneed liy the Chairman of the Dungauvan Election 
Committee. iJtMli Maridi ISfj't. 



Kiiiht lion, .losepli Njpiier, m. i*., in the Chair. 



(',}Ht]fVW}i.\ I II!'’. Petit iuner in this (;ase relies on a disqualification of the 
Sittiiii^ Mendu'r, by reason of a,lle”;ed acts of briluu'y and corrupt treating, 
which are (‘barged to have been eominit.ted during the previous (dection for the 
BoKiugh of Duiigarvan, which was hulcUai, on the liith of July 1852. It is 
insisted l.ha.(: the eoinmissiou of these, acts, and the public notice of the disquali- 
fication said to b(^ t.beia l)y (xn'usioned, (lis(!ntitk^.d the bitting Member to be 
returned at tlu^ last, (‘h't'l.ion for this borough, which took place in August 1853, 
and which is propiuly the. subject of the present inquiry. 

The Petition referred to tills Committee, states the holding of this election 
in 1852 ; tlmt the. Sitting MemlxTand ICdmuml O’Flaherty were the candidates ; 
that after the tesl<! of the writ for liolding the said eleotmn, and before, at, and 
(luring the said ( lection, l.lu' said John Francis Maguire did, by himself and ms 
agents, or at his charge, (liv(^et.ly and indin'ctly give, before and at the said 
(‘lection, in(ui(‘v, au(l (Ihl inake pr(imise.s to give and allow money to and 
for persons liaving vot<!S in and at the said elo.ction, in order that he, the said 
•lolm Francis Maguire, might be ehKJtecl, or for being elected to serve m this 
present i^arliament for th(‘. Forough of Dungarvan. * i 

It afterwards stat(“s, tlmt by reason of the said last mentioned corrupt and 
illegal pra(;t.ic(‘S, tlu^ said John Iftaueis Maguire was and is wholly incapacitated 
and ineligible to serve, in this pn^sent Parliament for the said borough, and 
that his return was null and voul. . i , x.- c 

Then^ is thtm an idk^gation of corrupt treating at the said electon, tor Uie 
purpose of eoiTuptly inlimuicing and corruptly rewarding voters, whereby mr. 
Maguire is alleg'd to be dis(iuulificd to serve in the present Parhament. 

It thm sttiti'a that ii iiatition was presentea in November 1852 by . 
OTlaherty, aKahist the niturn of Mr. Maguire, who was returned at this 
election in the month of July 1852. , , 

Jt n..xt status that tho i^tition of Mr. O’^erty charged these^^^^^ 
practices, and that Mr. Maguire, being conscious that they had been 
and knowing that they could be proved, did, after the 
the trial of the said potion, enter into a corrupt 
‘he withdrawal thereof, and in consideration of such w'lthdrawah 
accept the Chiltern Hundreds before the close of the last 

in 1863, and in time for a new writ to issue for the Borough of 
, It then states that the petition was accordingly “w 

Maguire resigned iietore the dose of the last Session; 

TOit was issued, mid a new election held in August 1853, at which Mr. Magu e 
162—1. A 
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and the petitioner (Mr. Gregory) were the candidates ; and the petitioner insists 
that by reason of the acts of bribery and corrupt treating alleged to have been 
committed at the previous election of 1852, and the subsequent compromise of 
the netition of Mr. O’Flaherty, and the notification to the electors before and 
at the time of the election in August 1853, Mr. Maguire was disabled and 
incapacitated from being returned at this election, whica took place under the 
new writ, in August 1853, as has been stated. - 

Now so far as the allegations in the petition refer to corrupt treating at the 
election of 1852 for the purpose of corruptly influencing or corruptly rewarding 
voters &c. with meat, drink, entertainment, or provision, it is quite oiieii to the 
petitioner to offer eiddence sufficient to make out a case of disqualification of 
the Bittiii'^ Member, disentitling him to be returned at the election of 1853, 
if the case can thus be brought within the provisions of the 5 & 6 Viet., 
chapter 102, section 22. . , • -o 

This section creates a disability which continues during the Parliament for 
which the election is liolden, in relation to which an offence against its enact- 
ment shall liave been committed by a candidate. But a gift of money to a 
voter is not within its terms ; and when we compare the language of this 22d 
section with that of the 20th section of the same Act, or with the provisions of 
the Act of the 7 &. 8 Will. 3, c. 4, to which tliis 22d section expressly refers in 
its preamble, it would seem to be the natural, if nut the necessary consequence, 
that this 22ci section should be confined to corrupt treating, and should not be 
extended to the case of bribery by a gift of money. This is the construction 
which we have already given to it on a former day, and by which we still 
abide. 

But then it is contended on behalf of the petitioner, by the learned counsel 
who appear for him, that the allegation as to bribery with money at the election 
of 1852, is still available, under the statute of 7 & 8 Will. 3, c. 4 (that is the 
English Act), with which the 35 Geo. 3, c. 29, s. 19 (that is the Irish Act, and 
therefore more properly applicable to this case) substantially, though not 
verbally, coiresponds. 

Bj' tills latter Act, no person elected to serve in Parliament, after the vacancy 
shall have happened, to supply which the election shall be held, shall give, 
present, or allow any money, &c. to any person having a vote at such election, 
or make any promise, &c. to give or allow money, &c., in order to be elected, oi- 
for being elected to serve in Parliament, for any county, city, or borough, and 
every person so giving, &c. shall be, and is thereby declared to be, disabled and 
incapacitated to serve in Parliament upon such election for such county, city, or 



borough. 

I have merely glanced at the difference in the language of the statute of 
William, and the section of the Irish Act which was passed in 1795. Upon the 
statute of V\’illiam sei'eral questions had arisen from time to time, and some 
differences of opinion with regard to its true meaning. In the Commons 
Journals it appears that when the Bill was first introduced, the words of it were 
“ shall be disabled to sit in Parliament but on the tlhrd reading, as stated in 
the 1 1th volume of the Commons’ Journals, page 387, certain words were pro- 
posed to be left out, namely, “ and shall suffer and undergo such pains, punish- 
ments,” and so on. These were left out of the Bill, and an amendment was 
proposed to be made on the third reading, by inserting “ upon such election ; 
so that these latter words were advisedly introduced upon the third readmg of 
this Act of William. 

Now upon this Act of William there appears to have been (as I have stateci) 
a fluctuation of opinion as to its exact construction ; and in Lord Glenbervie s 
book on Elections, second volume, there is a very elaborate note of the learned 
reporter upon this statute. 

At pages 404 and 405 he first adverts to the resolution of the House, which 
was passed before the introduction of this statute, and upon which, evidently, 
the statute was founded and framed ; and, according to this resolution, a pei- 
son offending against its provisions was to be rendered incapable to sit m 
Parliament. It would appear that the Bill had at first been framed, to a certmn 
extent, in the language of the resolution, but upon the third reading the restric- 
tive words, “upon such election,” were introduced. Lord Glenbervie observes 
on the resolution, and also upon the Act itself, and states that a question had 
arisen how far the incapacity created by the statute properly extended; and he 
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also observe^’, that Mr. .luwtLao Elaokstonej in his Commentaries, appears to 
have overloolvial tlu^ e.\;u'.t ini])ort of the words of the statute, “which did not 
warrant such a constviuitioii ; ” that is, a construction to extend the disability 
beyond the election whit^li is first avoided ; and he adds, “ much less can they 
mean that a per.son oiiciuliuff a^jiinst the statute shall be for ever afterwards 

; .1.1.. ..f »iw. la...... . ,,.,4. n 



mean tbat a per.son ollcudiuff a^jimst the statute shall be for ever afterwards 
incapalde of re))res(‘u(iiig ibe ]>l:ice whore the offence was committed; yet,” he 
continues, “ this seems to Ijc a.sserted by a writer of great authority, when he 
says, ‘ Tliat it i.s enacted that no candidate shall, fcc., (reciting the prohibition 
of the Act), on pain of l)ring incapable, to serve for that place in Parliament.’ ” 

This is also coiTccied in the note to Christian's excellent edition of 
Blackstonc. 

The Irish A(^t tvas ])!vss(‘d in the year 1795 ; it differs in several respects in 
its language from the wonliiig of the English Act, and avoiiis what is therein 
aml)iguou.^, and which had caused such occasional doubts and controversy. 
The words of tlie Irish A«t put the matter in a more convenient form for 
deciding what t.]j<‘. real nu^aning is; for it says, “ No person hereafter to be 
elected to serve in Parliament shall, after the teste of the writ of summons to 
Pai-liament, or after a vacancy shall have happened, to supply which the election 
shall be held, 1’his is very important, because, the statute of William says, 

that no person “ after any .s\ieli ])luce becomes vacant hereafter.” Whereas the 
languiige of the Irish statut*' a])plies in terms to an election “ after the vacancy 
shall have happened, to supi>ly which the election shall be held.” Then it 
provides that the (ramlidate, &c., shall not give the different things mentioned ; 
and the juu-ty olieuding is “ lun-clty declared to be disabled and incapacitated to 
serve in rarliament U]um such election that is, the election which is holden 
to suppl}'’ the vacam^y Ixdorc numtUmed. 

'I he construction to be given to these two statutes when thus compared 
together seems to b (5 this, that we are at liberty, upon an inquiry into an elec- 
tion by whudi tlui vacancy is to be supplied, to go into any of these prohibited 
acts which have; l)ecu committed after the vacancy ; that we are thereby 
enabled to go into chargos of bribery and treating committed at a previous 
election after the \-acnncy, if this election has been set aside by competent 
authority as null and void, because the vacancy has not been thereby supplied. 
'I hen the view I take of it is this, that according to this construction, the party 
who offends against tlie prohibition of this Act, is disabled to serve in Pai-Iia- 
ment “ upon siidi election,” which, in a restricted sense, would apply only to the 
election in relation to which the offence shaU have been committed. But it 
this election be subsotpiently declared null and void aud 8 ; of 

place under a new writ, in order to supply the vacancy, by tlie due e ectaon^of 
a qualified candidate, then on a petition upon tins new election ™ ‘ 

of a party who may have committed bribery, &c., at the 

has been set aside as null and void, it may be open “ ^ candidate 

of bribery, kc„ as constituting a disqualification of the 

and disenJitlini him to be returned upon such “ 

vacancy still remains until it is supplied by the return of ^ under but 

upon a valid and lawful election, which ultimately takes pi , i„nmage 

aieerding to the proper exigency of the first writ. I" J 

of the statute is adapted to the case of one entire 

in a single, valid, and recognised return of a duly qualifie . 

supply the original vacancy. , 4 . in fact but 

But in this case there have been not only two distinct 
so far as we can at present see, there are now before us eleetion. The 

law. The olectionV 1852 we are bound to very 

learned counsel for the Petitionei;, however not to 

special circumstances of this ca.se, the PJ'e™“ ^ i(.ast,“not so far 

be treated in favour of the Sitting Member as ,,ctablish acts of bribery, as 
valid, as to shut out inquiry, or exclude evidence to 
eharged against the Sitting Member m 

argument by which this is “%dnst the Sitting Member, as 

that the first election is now to be take , » Committee to inquire 

absolutely null and void. The derived fvom the jurisaction 

into these alleged acts of bribeiy i" *?■?-> , . , ^ referred to us for 

we have to try the matter of the pe it.on ™ from the 

inquirji ; and that jurisdiction, which is mainly statutable, is deny 
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statute of 11 & 12 Viet., c. 98, s. 08, which says, that the Committee are 
“ lea-allv appointed to try and determine the merite of the return or election so 
„ ^ ^ . M, .. n-iK. -ri .a ” TitJe to invcstiffate the statutahifi 



election in 1853, and this must he nieasurecl by tne true consrrucuon or tne 
statutes to which I have reterred, tlie Act of \silliam tiie ihird, or the Irish 
Act of George the Third, and the Act of 5 & 0 \ict. c. 102. 

The first decdon must, therefore, (as I have shown,) be now superseded ami 
set aside «o rs no iom>-er to have any legal existence, before we could receive 
'■nv evkk-Pce of the alleged acts of bribery with money at that election, which 
could be relevant to the trial of tins petition against the return upon t!ie new 
election in 1853. The real question which the Committee must now decide is, 
therefore, simply this, whether as against Mr. Maguire, and in favour of the 
Petitioner, the 'election of 1852 is now to be considered by us as a void 
election ; and this must depend on the effect of the compromise which is proved 
to have taken place between Mr. O’Flahevty and Mr. Maguire. 

In order to apprehend clearly this part of the case, it is right to refer to the 
terms of the ]ietition, which was withdrawn at the instance of Mr. Maguire, 
after it bad been presenred to the House by Mr. O’Flaherty in November 1852. 

It first alleges that Mr. Maguire had nut a sufficient property qualification. 

It then puts forward a general statement of bribery, treating, and corrupt 



practices. 

It then charges gross systematic and extensive bribery. 

It then charges fraud, intimidation, and duress to have been practised by the 
agents and friends of Mr. Maguire. 

It next I'elies on the want of proper qualification of many persons who voted 
for Mr. Maguirej and it suggests objections to voters from disqualification, 
legal incapacity, ceasing to occupy their premises, personation, ami several 
other grounds of that description ; so that the petition comprehends several 
grounds of complaint against the return of Mr. Maguire, iiTespective and 
independent of such charges of bribery and treating as would come within the 
statute of William the Third, or the twenty-second section of the 5 & G Viet., 



c. 102. 

There is not any evidence to sustain the part of the opening statement of 
Mr. James, that the withdrawal of this petition proceeded on an admission on 
the part of Mr. Maguire, that he had committed any act of bribery or corrupt 
treating, or other unlawful act, at the first election, or that he believed that on 
the triM of the petition, if it had proceeded, such acts would have been satis- 
factorily proved. The evidence before us shows, indeed, that the petition was 
h .bond Jide proceeding on the part of Mr. O’Flaherty, but also that the several 
parties concerned in arranging the com[)romise, considered it was a fair and 
prudent course to adopt under all the circumstances of the case as then 
disclosed. 

Whatever, therefore, be the result, on grounds of public policy or otherwise, 
as settled by judicial decision, it seems plain, upon the whole of the evidence, 
that this compromise cannot be regarded as covinous or collusive on the part 
of Mr. Maguire, so as to let in the application of the doctrine of fraud in tlie 
manner contended by Mr. James, in his very fox’cible and able address to the 
Committee on this part of the case. 

It seems quite consistent with the evidence,' that Mr. Maguire may have 
regarded with apprehension as to the result, portions of the case alleged against 
him; sufficient, if establishedj to displace his return, without fastening upon 
him any consequent disability to be ' returned for the borough at a subsequent 
election. The law never presumes illegality, and therefore we cannot upon 
the evidence submitted, say there was in this compromise any admission or 
inference of fraud, or any imputation of misconduct, much less of criminality 
on the'part of Mr. Maguire. 

The withdrawal of a petition. is not of itself an unlawful act, though any 
agreement ioy which a persorial advantage or other private conskleration is 
sought to be secured as the price of such withdrawal, is properly regarded by 
the law as against public policy, and therefore in a certain sense unla\v^ul. 
The law will not sanction or assist the exacting of any private! consideration, 
either for the performance or violation of a public duty ;• and I think that this 
is the amount of the cases that have been referred to, I mean the cases of 
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Ker 0. Lemon, nnd of tlm. Queen v. Bkkemore, and the other cases which 
seem to establish rciy elearly that in-inciiile. The law, I think, makes this not 
immaterial distinction, that so far, merely, as the rights of an individual are 
concerned, and are sciiaralile from the public interests, he may be at liberty to 
make an .aiTansenicnt with regard to himself ; but so far as the public interest 
may be involved, ho is not at lilierty to make it a matter of private agreement 
and especially not to deal with it for the purpose of a private advantage to 
himself; otherwise, it woidd he open to a man to set up his personal interest 
above or against his imhlie duty. I adopt unreservedly the well-considered 
opimon of tho Lord Chief .Iiistice. Tiiidal, who says it is not allowable for a 
private individual to make, a profit to himself bv doing a public injury. He 
adverts to the excepitional ease with ids accustomed and cautious acciiracv, 
and states the principle of if in coiiforiiiity with the view in which I have endea- 
TOlU’ed to present it. 

I observe rlmt Lord C'mnplien, in his judirment in the Queen and Blalcemore, 
says, in conformity witli the same view of the law, “ It is an agreement that 
could not^^be^ jn’occcdcd U])on by ac^tion, and the Court would not joroceed to 
enforce it.’’ ’J'lui enusos u])(>ii the exfict j)oint, as to the withdrawal of a petition, 
I think have eletirly (‘st.;i!)lished (and I have no disposition to qualify them 
in any w’ay), that a petition is a matter not only of private consequence to 
the parties, Init also nuitm-ially coneerns the interest of the public. That is 
very clearly put by the Lord Chief Huron Pigot, in his lucid and able judgment 
in Parsons t’. Kirk ; and further, that the withdraw’al of a petition is not an 
illegal act per .vc, but that tlu' pm-ty who is the domims litis, if he in any 
respect make any p(“rsonal bargain for such withdrawal, thereby acts against 
recognised public poli<y, and no Court will lend its aid to enforce that agree- 
ment. 'J'lu! decision of Coppock v. Bower, and the other such cases, establish 
this so clearly, and are so consistent, with right reason, that it is not necessary 
to advert to them further than to add that in these cases the pai'ties ask the 
Court to carry out tlu^ unlawful contract. Now, a Court of Law never lends 
its aid to enforce a contract which the policy of the law condemns, and there- 
fore it will not assist in giving effect to any such contract ; but in the present 
case the parties do not ask us to enforce any contract. The Sitting Member 
does not require us to (mforce the performance of the compromise into which 
he entered, and we would not- be at liberty to do so, for the reasons I have 

.Ct’QfofI * 



There was another cliiss of cases adverted to, of Doe v. Roberts, and Phelps 
Phelps, which proceed upon the very sound principle that no man shall be 
aDowed by law to take advantage of his own wrongful act. The Court will 
not grant him any assistance in that respect; it will not allow him to set up 
his own fraud and then make the Court an accessory in giving effect to that 
fraud for his own advanbige. That is a most wholesome principle. These two 
cases establish that point very clearly. 

With regal'd to the withdrawal of the petition, the case adverted to by Mr. 
James, and reported in Glanville’s cashes, speaks of The House of Commons as 
constituting a Council, of State, as well as a Court of Law, and says also that 
ploy have a general and large jurisdiction. In that very case it is stated that as 
It appeared there was no suspicion of fraud, nor any reason to suppose any 
unfair transaction in the withdrawal of the petition, it was allowed by The 
House ; the propriety of such withdrawal depended on the facts, but its legality 
was not questioned. I'liat shows that a petition might always have been law- 
fully withdrawn. 

In any case where an agreement is entered into for securing any priv'ate 
advantage to a party for withdrawing a petition, it is an illegal a^eement, and 
a Court of Law will never enforce it; and a Committee of The House ot 
Commons, sitting as a Court and administering the law, could not properly 
m effect to such an agreement. But the recent statute of 5 & 6 Vict. con- 
templates the withdraw^ of a petition, both before and after the nomination 
of the Committee to try the merits of the petition, and by the subsequent 
Act of 11 & 12 Viet. c. 98 s. 8, it is clear that the Petitioner “ may at any 
time after presentation thereof withdraw the same, upon gJ'^Qg notice in 
lilting, under his hand or under the hand of his agent, to The Speyer, and 
fiso to the Sitting Member or his agent,” and then it may be withdrawn by 
leave of The House. It may well deserve attention whether greater precaution 
162—1. B sliouitt 
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should not be taken to prevent oases of withdrawal, where the public interests 
may be prejudiced ; but taking the law as it stands, the withdrawal of a petition 
is not illegal It may be eollusive and fraudulent, that will depend upon the 
facts and evidence, but whether it be fraudulent or bon&Jide, the agreement for 
a private advantage as an inducement to withdraw, is clearly an illegal agree- 
ment : that is the fair result of the cases. 

The party here, I think, cannot be disquahfied, because he has entered into a 
compromise which a Court of Law would not enforce ; and if we held otherwise, 
we should be creating a new disability not imposed by any statute or judicial 

decision. , . . . a. -u -i 

The compromise maj" so far be unlawful and injurious, that it may, perhaps, 
have shut out an important inquiry involving public privileges ; but still the 
first election and return remain in full force, and effect until a competent 
tribunal, authorised by law, shall have pronounced that the return was void, and 
the election a nullity. 

Tlie compromise of an accusation could not be considered as tantamount to 
the conviction of the accused; nor can the withdi-awal of the petition, which 
has taken place, justify us in annulling the election and return of 1852. 

Tlie 6th section of the 5 & 6 Viet. c. 102, assumes the legality of withdrawing 
a petition, and the subsequent Act (the 11 & 12 Viet.) also regulates it; but 
the former Acts provide, in certain cases, against the public inconvenience 
which might othenvise ensue. But whilst this section of the 5 & 6 Viet, allows 
a certain class of petitions to be substituted (as it were) for those which may 
be withdrawn, this is not intended to affect the seat. 

In the case cited fi.'om Glanville it is stated, that as there was no suspicion of 
fraud or practice for withdrawing the petition, it was allowed to be withdrawn, 
and the election and return held to be good. I cannot find, therefore, any 
solid reason for holding that a compromise of this kind can have the effect of 
the decision of a Committee declaring the return on the first wi*it to be null 
and void. I admit a compromise might he so covinous and fraudulent, and the 
evidence might exhibit it so palpably collusive as to render the return to the 
new writ, voidable on the ground of fraud, such as would avoid the judgment 
of a Court ; but that would depend upon the evidence. In this case the 
evidence wholly fails to establish fraud. If the withdrawal had been tainted 
vith fraud and covin, and this had been shown by sufficient evidence, the Com- 
mittee would, I think, have jui-isdiction to deal with it, as I have suggested, 
but it would require clear and satisfactory evidence of fraud ; whereas here it 
must be taken upon the evidence that the compromise was borui Jicle, however 
the agreement to withdraw the petition might be illegal, so that a Court of Law 
would not enforce its performance. 

On what ground therefore can we take upon ourselves to nullify this fii'st 
return r Where is our jurisdiction to receive evidence to impeach it ? Is it 
not valid until so impeached, and, in due course of law, authoritatively 
condemned ? Is it at tliis moment valid or void ? If valid, how can we get 
over the statute of William the Third ? If void, when and how was it first 
avoided ? 

It is certainly to he regretted that the law should be in so anomalous a state 
as to allow evidence to be given of coiTupt Seating at this first election, but to 
exclude all evidence of bribery with money. But it would be much more to he 
regi’etted if a Committee of the House, acting under a special authority and 
limited jurisdiction, should take upon themselves to substitute their views of 
policy for the deliberate enactments of the Legislature. 

I have rather stepped out of the usual line in making these observations, and 
stating the grounds of the decision which the Committee have authorised me 
to pronounce ; but I have done so in deference to the learned counsel, and 
especially from the peculiarity of the novel and important question submitted 
for our consideration and decision. 
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SEASONS cm which the Sixth Resolution was framed by the Chaikman. 



The case of the Petitioner ultimately rests on the 6th and 6th Viet., c. 102, 
s, 22, ami tlie effect of the evidence which has been offered in order to 4tahlish 
against the Sitting Member the case of disability imposed by this section. 

The oiieuing statemiait of the learned counsel for the Petitioner imputed to 
tlie Sitting Member ti guilty share ill acts of con-upt treating which are alleged 
to have hecii committed at the election of 18,62 ; hut the evidence on the part 
of the Petitioner has not made out this case ; for it has failed to show that 
these acts were committed witlt the privity of the Sitting Member, who has 
iBoreover uegtitived, (m oiitli, any authority, approval, adoption, or knowledge, 
on liis ])art, of thes(^ alleged a(!ts. 

The (;as(‘, tliercTorc, distinctly raises the controverted question on the con- 
struction of this t2:id section, whicli is in these words : — 

“Ami wlicrcus the ]n-ovisions of an Act passed in the 7th yeai- of the reign 
of King William the Third, intituled, an Act for preventing charges and 
expenses in clc(!t.iou of Members to serve in Parliament, have been found in- 
sufficient to pnivent corrupt treating at elections, and it is expedient to extend 
such provisions ; be itcna(5tcd, that every candidate or person elected to serve 
ill Parliament for any county, &c., or for any city or borough, &c., &.C., who 
shall, from and after Iho jmssiiig of this Act, by himself or by or wdtb any per- 
son, or in any manner, directly or indirectly, give or provide, or cause or knovy- 
iiigly allow to In; given or provided, wbolly or pai'tly at his expense, or pay 



wholly or in part any ex]K,uises incurred for any meat, drink, entertainment, or 
provision to or for any juTson, at any time, either before,, during, or after any 
sudli eleetion, fur the pui'iiose of corruptly influencing such person or any other 
person to give or refrain from giving his vote in any such election, or for the 
purpose of corruptly ri'warding sucii person or any other person for having 
given or rcTraiucd from giving his vote at any such election, shall be incapable 
of being elected or sitting iii Parliament for that county, city, or borough, 
during the Parliament for which such election shall be holden.” ('fhe mai’giual 
note to this section refers to a wi*ong statute of William the Tliircl.) 

The terms of the. section impose the disability as a penalty for a conscious 
violation of the cnactuunit, on the jiaa-t of a candidate. They provide against 
devices by which the principal offender might seek to evade tlie penalty wldch 
follows the S(wcral known modes of guilty participation. But it is contended 
that this section may receive such a construction from us as might inflict upon 
a candidate penal and jicrsonal disability for the unlawful act of a general agent, 
or even of a member of mi election committee, although personally interested in 
the return, and to some <‘.\tcnt sell-constituted ; so that a single act, the smallest 
amount of corrupt treating, though committed without, or even against the 
authority of the candidate, and whicli he had neither knowingly allowed nor in 
any manner sanctioned, might be so charged against him^ as his offence, that 
therefore and thereby be would be excluded for an entire Parliament from 
representing tiie place for which he might be most qualified, both in relation to 
himself personally, and to tbe/ree choice of. a large majority of the electors. 

It is obvious that such is not the grammatical meaning of tlie words of the 
section ; and neither the elementary principle on which penal disabiliti^ is im- 
posed and enacted, nor the pervading policy of the bribery code m reference to 
the disqualification of a candidate, j ustify this forced _ interpretation ot the law 
by which it might be made subservient to manifest injustice. 

It may assist the solution of this question by first ascertaimng how the law 
upon this subject stood, at the time of the introduction of the recent Act. ihe 
offence of bribery was a crime at Common Law ; ^e Legi^ture superadded 
penalties, but did not alter the character of the offence. This consists in a 
coJYwpanterference with the freedom of election ; : and, therefore, m the c^e 
of an election of a Member of Parliament, was properly cognizable by the 
House of Commons itself. , . ^ 

Two great principles were always sought to be 
election should be free ; second, that the character of the candidate should be 
ifia— I B 2 
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pure in reference to the election. It is very material to distinguish between 
acts by which an election may be avoided, and the misconduct by which the 
candidate may be disqualified. It is justly observed by Mr. Rogers, in the last 
edition of his work on Elections (p. 260, note), that there are usuaUy two distinct 
issues first, whether the election has been procured by bribery or other undue 
influence ; and secondly, whether the Sitting Member has been guilty, by him- 
self or his agents ; this second issue being subordinate to the first. He states 
that the second issue is usually entered into, with a view to incapacitate the 
Sittino- Member from becoming a candidate, supposing the election should be 
declared void. “ On such an issue (he adds) it becomes of the very essence of 
the inquiry to show that he was cognizant of the corruption ; for the object 
being to fix on him a personal incapacity, strict proof may well bo demanded 
to show that he was implicated in the transactions complained of.” 

The avoidance of an election depends on the effect of all^ acts done which 
interfere with the freedom required by law ; the disqualification of a candidate 
arises from Us culpability in what he does, or causes to be done, or attempts to 
do, for the purpose of procuring a return by undue influence ; these matters 
are in their nature distinct, and ought not to be confounded. 

The Resolution of The House in 16/7 provided against excessive treating by 
the candidate, or any other on his behalf, or at his charge ; it made the election, 
void as to the person so offending, and rendered him incapable to sit in Par- 
liament bv such election. There is no pretence for suggesting that the offence 
was not required to be brought home to the party so to be disqualified, as a 
party or privy by some mode of guilty participation. The statute of MTlliam 
next provided, that no person thereafter to be elected, &c., should, after the 
teste of the writ, &c., by himself or themselves, or by any other ways or means 
on his or their behalf, or at his or their charge, before his or their election, &c., 
directly or indirectly give, present, or allow to any person or persons having 
voice or vote in such election any money, meat, drink, &c., or make any promise, 
&c., to give or allow any money, meat, &c,, &c., in order to be elected, or for 
being elected, &c. 

In the second section it enacts, that every person so giving, presenting, or 
allowing, &c., shall be declared and enacted to be disabled and incapacitated 
upon such election to serve in Parliament, &c. 

It manifestly deals with the offence as an act with winch the candidate to be 
disqualified was to be cUminally, and therefore consciously connected ; and so 
it is abstracted by Blackstone, as well as by Christian, in his note in his edition 
of the Commentaries. This statute has moreover been the subject of judicial 
consideration in the Courts of Law. 

In Ribbons v. Crickett, 1 B. & P., 266, it is assumed that the purpose or 
intention expressed at the close of the first section is not an ingredient in the 
offence prohibited in the earlier part of the clause. In 1831, in the case of 
Hughes V. Marshall (2 Tyrwh. 134, 2 C. & J., 118, s. c.), it was much con- 
sidered by Lord Lyndhurst, then Chief Baron, Baron Bayley, and the other 
members of the Court of Exchequer. The words, “ on his behalf,” says Lord 
Lyndhurst, “ can only be taken to include acts done by his desire, or with his 
privity, acts which he procures to be done by other means than Ms own.” On 
a subsequent day, his Lordship, in delivering the judgment of the Court, says, 
“ It is clear, from the language of the statute, that no case falls within it unless 
the candidate has some share in the transaction and he further adds, “ It is 
quite clear that the act must be done by the candidate himself, or by some 
person or persons acting for him and on his behalf.” This (as he. had already 
expounded) means ‘^by his desire or privity, or procured to be done by other 
means than his own.” The judgment of the Court of Exchequer, as given by 
Ml*. Baron Parke in 1836, in the case of Thomas v. Edwards, 2 M. & W., 215, 
manifestly proceeded upon the same view of the law ; and the practice of some 
Committees seems to have been in entire accordance therewith. — {See Rogers, 
Third Edition, p. 233 and 241. 1 Steph. on Elect., p. 243.) 

'I he proceedings of Committees often entangle the propositions of law in the 
general evidence, and mix up the acts which avoid the election with thop 
which disable the candidate ; this, again, has been aggravated by the uncertain 
and capricious construction sometimes put upon the statute of William, as to 
the extent of the disability thereby imposed. 

In the earlier cases, it was simply reported that the party was guilty ef 

bribery, 
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tills nils piraontdil as tlio proper conclusion to be derived from 
the entire evidence •■uid as if it were a conviction at coiiinron law and I 
recent statute ( I iv .> Viet. c. .I?), a Coininittee is enabled to inquire into letf 
of bribery without re(|,iim.=; tlie preliiiiinary proof of agency, but is dirocte“S 
report ivhetlier it lias been provisl that the acts of bribery were commuted 
with the kiiinvleilge and eiiiiseiit ot the oaiiiliilate ' inmitted 

This direetioil ii.i.st properly classifies the nets which might avoid the elec 
tioii, and those vvhieh iiiirst disguahty the candidate, and distributes the 
evidence ;icconlin,iJ:ly- ' 

Intlieiielebrateil lh-ieldade ease, vvitli all its penal actions, the most distin 
guished iiiemhers of tlie bar were eoiieeriied, and a learned and eminent Judve 
Mr. Justice Suller presided on several of tile trials. The issue by common coS- na 
sent pointedly involved the privity and autlioritvof the defendant. Mr Justice 
Bailer puts to the jury wliether tlie person who gave the money in bribes was 
employed to (hstnbiiti' it on. hdialf oi the defendaut. “This pai-t of the case” 
he says, “ miisl, dcpinid upon the defendant’s own acts” And a°-ain he 
says, “ Tlie. criminal acts of one man cannot affect another, unless” he bv 
his own act approves of them and adopts them.” So on another ti-ial of 
one of these penal ai^tioiis, this most accurate and learned Judge says he should 
state the evidence ).o show that what was done by the agent, was done by the 
msent and u-illi the loimdcclf/t; of Mr. Petrie.” This privity might, in many 
cases, be siitisfai^torily collected from the general evidence; but it seems to be 
a matter and conclusion of hvet fur tlic jury or a committee to be satisfied of the 
privity of tlic dcfcudtmt. 

This view of the law is still morc^ forcibly urged by Mr. Baron Perryn. in 
another of these cases. After urging that the offence should be brought home 
to the accused, In* says, that though the jirouiises had been made by the par- 
ties who acted as the agc.iits, “ If Mr. Petrie was ignorant tliat any such pro- 
mises had been made, he wsis not to be made criminally answerable for the 
consequences.” .He treats the staraitable penalty as annexed to a criminal 
offence; ami wlnn-c tlu^ statute speaks of bribery committed by a candidate, 

“ or any person (’.m])loycd by him,” tliis is taken to mean a person o;? 

his behalf, with his coii.seiU, voniuvance, or knowledge in the conwiission of the 
affence. This leaves the ofFeiice exactly as it stood at common law. The 
s^e view wa.s afterwards taken by the Lord Chief Justice Abbott in 1822, in 
his charge to the jury in the case of Felton v. Easthope, the exact import of 
which seems to In^ this : that the knowledge or consent of the candidate is 
immaterial mid iri'clcvant t>u tin issue as to the avoidance of the election by 
acts of bril>ery which inive so taintc^d the return as to vitiate it, but with 
reference to the jicnalty t;o be imiiosed on the candidate, it is of the ver}^ essence 
of the charge to show Unit he was a party or privy to the offence. 

This latter point is further confirmed by the decision of Baron Alderson, in 
tlie case of Baynton v. Cattle, 1 Mood. & Rob. 267, in which this learned 
Judge held, that a candidate miglit recover from the agent monies of his prin- 
cipal which he had expemded without his knowledge or assent in unlawful pay- 
ments to voters. Thus civil responsibility for an unlawful act, not in fact autho- 
rised, is properly negntivi*d ; and, h fortiori, penal or criminal responsibility, 
or other disability or discpialitication, for an unlawful act committed without 
or against the authority of the party sought to be personally affected, must also 
negatived. 

The 49 Geo. 3, c. 118, proceeds upon this principle of guilty privity when it 
laiposes a personal disability co-extensive with that which is affixed by the 

5 & 6 Viet. c. 102, s. 22. 

R uses language sufficient to comprehend the various modes of guilty parti- 
cipation in the offence of buying of a seat in Parliament, and, amongst others, it 
provides against privity by procurement or with “ knowledge and consent ; 
such was the state of tlie law and legislation when the 6 & 6 Vict. c. 102, was 

introduced. 

In the inquiries before Committees the general evidence on the whole case 
frequently raised an inference of privity or connivance on the part ol the can- 
didate, which was not repelled by positive conti-adiction ; but the practice of 
Wmittees docs not seem to have been regulated by any deliberate and settled 
view as to the true and uniform construction of the law. 

The 6 & G Viet, c 102, s. 22, professes to extend the statute of Wilham 

162—1. B 3 ^fr® 



134,13.> 1.52. 
p. 228-9. 
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the Third It enlarges the occasion and increases the penalty, but modifies and 
restricts the offence. It prohibits acts of treating /cr « corru 2 >t purpose and 
the act done with such purpose must be committed, caused, knowingly 
allowed or adopted by the candidate by a payment on account of the expense 



The introduction of the word “ knowingly (which is not in the statute of 
William) is to my mind decisive of the pervading intention of the Legislature 
in this clause In Foster’s Crown Law, p. 243, that eminent judge refers 
emphatically to this word “knowingly ” as having a fixed legal meaning. It 
implies a full, a guilty knowledge of the offence ; and in this statute this word 
would seem to make it necessary that the candidate should be privy to the 
unlawful act and the corrupt purpose. Indeed the section seems to comprehend 
the recoo^nised modes of criminal participation which ai-e set forth in the 
celebrated case of R. v. Huggins, 2 Lord Raym. 1580 ; these are command, 
procurement, consent, and knowledge. Thus the penalty is properly imposed 
for a grave offence, but justly visited on a coTiscious offendm*. Nor does this 
consti'uction in any degree prejudice or restrict the inquiry into the avoidance 
of an election by reason of any acts (by whomsoever committed) which have 
unduly interfered with the return ; for in the one case the acts are to be consi- 
dered, in the other, the actor ; and this, from the reason of the thing, as must be 



manifest on consideration. 

In the present case there is not, nor could there now be any question of 
avoidance whatever, before us. We ai’e bound to hold the election of 1852 to 
be a valid election. The question is simply and exclusively one of personal 
disqualification and nothing else ; and therefore it is to be dealt with, and the 
case of the accuser made out, as if we were proceeding on an indictment against 
the Sitting Member for an offence against the statute. But we have been, in 
effect, required to hold that the case of the Petitioner might be made complete 
by suspicion and conjecture ; that the Sitting Member may have sanctioned what 
the Petitioner has not given evidence to show us, that the Sitting Member 
either authorised or approved ; or tliat he knowingly allowed that of which, in 
fact, he may have been altogether unconscious and ignorant ; that on this in- 
sufficient evidence, which does not warrant us to infer guilty knowledge, and 
on which, in a court of law, the Sitting Member would be exonerated from 
all penalty, he should, by this Committee, be now disabled and thereby excluded 
fr’om sitting for the borough of Dungarvan during the remainder of this Parlia- 
ment ; and this, although he has further, on his own oath, disproved the material 
issue which the evidence of the Petitioner had already failed to sustain. The 
result of the inquiry, therefore, entirely depends on the construction of this 
statute which is now to be adopted by the Committee. 

There can only be one construction proper to be put by a judicial tribunal on 
any statute, and tins should be made in accordance with the established rules 
of judicial interpretation. This, if possible, should be certain and uniform, and 
ought not, ill any way, to depend on the constitution of a Committee, and 
especially where the consequence is so highly penal. It is indeed unfortunate 
that there should be any difference of opinion upon a question of law so im- 
portant in its bearing upon the rights and privileges both of candidates and 
electoi’s ; but in my opinion we ought not to impose a disability so penal on a 
party who, upon the evidence of the Petitioner, does not appear to have been 
criminally or at all connected with any unlawful act of corrupt treating, and 
therein the case charged against him has failed. This I would be bound to 
hold, on the case of the Petitioner as it stands upon the evidence which he has 
offered. But the Sitting Member has, in addition, by his own denial on oath, 
disconnected himself from any guilty or other participation in the offences 



charged against him ; and thus has been superadded the very test suggestea 
by Blackstone and approved by Mr. Justice Coleridge, in his valuable Notes to 
the Commentaries, as the most simple and direct mode of giving effect to the 
policy of the Bribery Code. 

The decisions in the last Session made by some Committees, stimulated by a 
jealous anxiety to discourage and defeat corrupt practices which have prevailed 
at borough elections, seem rather to have set aside the actual and precise 
provisions of the law, and set up in their place the abstract policy of putting 
down treating in every form. This has made others very reluctant to incur the 
reproach of falling short of what their predecessors have thus decided. But we 
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